nUAY,  OCTOBER  24,  1975 


PART  I 


ORAL  CONTRACEPTIVE  DRUGS 

HEW/ FDA  solicits  comments  on  draft  revision  of  uniform 

physician  labehne;  comments  by  11-24-75 . 

CRIMINAL  HISTORY  RECORDS 
Jtistice/LEAA  proposes  revisions  to  collection,  storage, 
and  dissemination  of  information  regulations;  comments 
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ALIENS  PAROLED  INTO  U.S. 

Justice/INS  refuses  entry  under  refugee  programs  or 
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e^ctive  11-24-75 . . 
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FEA  proposes  extending  exemption  amendment;  com¬ 
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PART  II: 


CORPORATE  FUNDS 

FEC  publishes  advisory  opinion  on  expenditures  by 
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PART  III: 
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Agriculture  Department  (2  documents)-...,. _ _  46686 

Energy  Research  and  Development  AdminlstraUon _  49932 

Federal  Deposit  insurance  Corporation _  499S5 

General  Services  AdminMration. _ 49936 

Health,  Education,  and  WMfare  Department  _  49886 

Transportation  Department . 49887 

PART  IV: 

MINIMUM  WAGES 

Labor/ESA  issues  determinations  for  Federal  and  Fad* 
eraity-assisted  construction _ _ ;  46938 

PART  V: 

ENVIRONMENTAL  ACTIONS 

USOA/FS  Rsts  projects  for  which  stalaments  era  being 

prepared  . . — - - - -  4897S 
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MUNICIPAL  SECURITIES 
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dealers  . . .  .  49772 

RABBITS.  POULTRY,  AND  EGGS 
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CHARTER  TOURS 
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SPARK  GAP  IRRADIATORS 
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DEPOSITORY  ACCOUNT  REPORTS 
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10-21-75 . 49770-49772 


MILITARY  TRANSPORTATION 

CAB  proposes  increased  minimum  rates  for  certain 
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ANNUAL  RETAIL  TRADE  SURVEY 
Commerce/Census  considers  continued  monitoring  of 
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Title  5 — Administrative  Personnel 

CHAPTER  XIV— FEDERAL  LABOR  RELA¬ 
TIONS  COUNCIL;  FEDERAL  SERVICES 
IMPASSES  PANEL 

SUBCHAPTER  C— FEDERAL  SERVICES 
IMPASSES  PANEL 

PART  2470— GENERAL 

PART  2471— PROCEDURES  OF  THE 
PANEL 

On  July  2S.  1975,  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  31636)  a 
notice  of  proposed  amendments  of  rules 
concerning  the  procedures  of  the  PaneL 
Interested  perstms  were  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  theh*  written  ccunments  or  sugges¬ 
tions  within  20  days  after  publication  of 
such  notice.  All  relevant  matter  which 
was  sulunitted  Has  been  carefully  con¬ 
sidered.  and  the  Panel  has  decided  to 
adCHPt  the  proposed  amendments  as  set 
forth  below. 

Accordingly,  the  Panel  amends  Title  5 
of  the  Code  ot  Federal  Regulations,  Sub¬ 
chapter  C  of  Chapter  XIV,  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Subpart  A — Purpose 

1.  Section  2470.1  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  2470.1  Purpose. 

The  regulations  contained  in  this  sub¬ 
chapter  are  intended  to  implonaat  the 
provisions  of  sections  5  and  17  of  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  11491  of  Octob^  29. 1969,  as 
amended,  ^titled  “Labor-Management 
Rations  in  the  Fedora!  Service."  They 
prescribe  procedures  and  methods  which 
the  Fedoal  Service  Impasses  Panel 
utilizes  in  the  resolutikm  of  negotiation 
Impasses  when  the  parties  negotiating  a 
labor  agreement  have  failed  to  reach  a 
full  settlonent  by  mediation  or  other 
volimtary  arrangements. 

Subpart  B — Definitions 

2.  Section  2470.2  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  2470.2  Definitions. 

(a)  Tlte  following  definitions  are  used 
in  this  subcluu?ter: 

(1)  “Executive  Secretary"  means  the 
Executive  Secretary  of  the  Panel. 

(2)  “Factfinder(s) "  means  a  desig¬ 
nated  represoatative  of 'the  Panel  acting 
in  its  b^ialf  in  the  capacity  of  a  hearing 
official  charged  with  the  respcmsibility  of 
ftssftmhiing  the  facts  and  positions  of  the 
parties  to  an  impasse.  The  factfinder 
may  be  a  Panel  Member,  a  staff  member, 
or  other  individual  designated  by  the 
Panel. 

(3)  “Impasse"  means  that  point  in  the 
negotiation  of  a  labor  agreement  at 
which  the  parties  are  unaUe  to  reach 
full  agreement,  notwithstanding  ttielr 
having  made  earnest  effmrts  to  reach 
agreement  by  direct  negotiations  and  by 


the  use  of  mediation  or  other  voluntary 
arrangements  for  settlement 

(4)  “Order"  means  Executive  (^^r 
11491  of  October  29,  1969,  as  amended, 
mtiUed  “Labor-Management  Relations 
in  the  Federal  Service.” 

(5)  “Panel”  means  Uie  Federal  Service 
Impasses  Panel  or  a  quorum  thereof. 

(6)  “Party”  means  the  Federal  agency, 
establishment  or  activity,  or  the  labor 
organization,  as  defined  in  sections  2  (a) 
and  (e)  of  the  order,  participating  in  the 
negotiation  of  a  labor  agreement. 

(7)  “Quonun”  means  three  or  more 
members  of  the  Panel. 

(8)  “Voluntary  arrangements”  means 
those  methods  adopted  by  the  parties  for 
the  purpose  assisting  them  in  th^ 
negotiation  of  a  labor  agreonent,  which 
include  utilization  of  (i)  the  services  of 
the  Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation 
Service;  or  (il)  other  third-party  media¬ 
tion  assistance;  or  (ill)  Joint  factfinding 
committees  without  recommendations; 
or  (iv)  referral  to  a  higher  authority 
within  the  agency  and/or  the  labor  or¬ 
ganization;  or  (V)  any  other  method 
which  the  parties  deem  appropriate  ex- 
cn>t  third-party  factfinding  with  recom¬ 
mendations.  Or  arbitration,  unless  said 
factfinding  or  arbitration  is  expressly 
authorized  or  directed  by  the  Panel. 

(b)  Terms  defined  in  the  order  are 
used  in  this  part  with  the  meaning  at¬ 
tached  to  them  in  the  order. 

Part  2471  is  revised  in  its  oitirety  as 
follows: 

S^c 

3471.1  Who  miqr  initiate.  '  > 

2471.3  What  to  file. 

2471 A  Bequest  form. 

3471.4  Where  to  file. 

3471.5  Copies  and  service. 

2471.5  Initial  procedures  of  the  Panel. 

3471.7  Negotiability  questions. 

3471A  Use  of  third-party  factfinding  with 

recommendations,  or  arbitration. 
24713  Factfinding  determination  by  the 
Pand;  notice  of  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  and  formal  hearing. 

2471.10  Prehearing  conference. 

3471.11  Authority  of  factfinder(a) .' 

3471.12  Availability  of  hearing  transcript. 

3471.13  Report  of  the  faetflnder(s)  and 

action  by  the  Panel. 

2471.14  Duties  of  each  party. 

3471.16  Settlement  action  by  the  Panel. 

2471.16  Inconsistent  labor  agreement  pro- 

visKms. 

Authobitt:  6  UA.C.  8301,  7301;  KX).  11491, 
3  CKR  1069  Conq>..  p.  191.  34  FB  17806;  as 
amended  by  K.O.  11616,  3  CFR  1971  Oomp., 
p.  303.  86  FR  17319;  E.O.  11686.  8  CFR  1971 
Camp^  p.  282,  86  FB  34901;  and  K.O.  11838, 
40  FR  5743  and  7391. 

§  2471,1  Who  xaay  initiate. 

(s)  When  an  impasse  oceuxs  during 
the  course  of  labor  agreement  negotia¬ 
tions,  either  party,  or  the  parties  Jointly, 


may  request  the  Panel  to  consider  the 
matter  filing  a  request  as  hereinafter 
provided. 

(b)  The  Panel  may,  up<m  the  request 
of  the  Federal  Mediation  and  Concilia¬ 
tion  Service,  undertake  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  an  impasse  irtien  such  mediation 
assistance  has  failed  and  neither  party 
has  requested  the  Panel's  consideratton. 

(c)  The  Panel  may.  upcm  the  request 
of  the  Executive  Secretary,  undertake 
the  cemsideration  of  a  matto:  which  has 
reached  impasse  and  where  neither  party 
has  requested  the  Pane’s  consideration. 

§  2471,2  What  to  file. 

A  request  from  a  party  or  parties  to 
the  Panel  for  consideration  of  an  im¬ 
passe  must  be  in  writing  and  include  the 
following  essential  information: 

(a)  Identification  of  the  parties  and 
personCs)  authorized  to  initiate  the  re¬ 
quest; 

(b)  Statement  that  an  Impasse  has 
be^  reached; 

(c)  Statement  of  issue(s)  at  impasse 
and  the  positionCs)  of  the  Initiating 
party  or  parties  with  reqieet  to  those 
issues;  and 

(d)  The  nature  and  extent  of  all  vol¬ 
untary  arrangwnents  utilized. 

§  2471.3  Request  form. 

FSIP  Form  1  has  been  prepared  for 
use  by  the  parties  in  filing  a  request  to 
the  Panel  for  consideration  of  an  im¬ 
passe.  (Copies  are  available  upon  request 
to  the  Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary. 

§2471.4  Where  to  file. 

Requests  to  the  Panel  provided  for  in 
this  part,  and  inquiries  or  correq;}on- 
dence  on  the  status  of  impasses  or  other 
related  matters,  should  be  directed  to 
the  Executive  Secretary,  Federal  Service 
Impasses  PaneL  1900  E  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20415. 

§  2471.5  Copies  and  serviee. 

Any  party  submitting  a  request  for 
Panel  consideration  and  any  psirty  sub¬ 
mitting  a  response  to  such  request  shall 
serve  a  o^y  simultaneously  on  the  oUier 
party  to  the  dispute  and  on  any  media¬ 
tion  facility  which  may  have  been  uti¬ 
lized  and  shall  file  a  statement  of  such 
service  witti  the  Executive  Secretary. 
When  the  Panel  acts  on  its  own  motion, 
it  will  ndtify  the  parties  to  the  dispute 
and  any  mediation  facility  which  may 
have  been  utilized. 

§  2471.6  Initial  procedures  of  the  Panel. 

(a)  Upon  receipt  of  a  request  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  an  impasse,  the  Panel  will 
initiate  an  informal  inquiry  covering  the 
Issue(s)  and  the  positions  of  the  parties 
thereon,  and  will  consult  when  necessary 
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^th  the  parties  and  the  n^tediation  facu¬ 
lty  utilized.  If  any.  and  then  determine 
whether  to: 

(1)  Dismiss  the  request:  or 

(2)  Direct  that  negotiations  be  re¬ 
sumed;  or 

(3)  IMrect  that  negotiations  be  re¬ 
sumed  with  mediation  assistance:  or 

(4)  Authorize  other  Toluntary  arrange¬ 
ments  for  settlement;  or 

(5)  Direct  the  'impasse  to  factfinding; 
or 

(6)  'nike  any  other  action  it  deems 
appropriate. 

(b)  The  parties  wiU  be  promptly  ad¬ 
vised  in  writing  of  the  Panel’s  initial  de¬ 
termination. 

§  2471.7  NegotiabUity  questions. 

(a)  If,  in  connection  with  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  an  impasse,  a  contention 
has  been  made  that  a  proposal  is  con¬ 
trary  to  law,  regulation,  controlling 
agreement,  or  the  order  and  therefore  is 
not  negotiable,  the  Panel  may  in  its  dis¬ 
cretion  take  any  of  the  foUowing  actions 
at  any  stage  of  its  procedures  with  re¬ 
spect  to  said  proposal,  whUe  the  merits  of 
the  remaining  proposals,  if  any,  may  be 
con^dered  by  tiie  Panel: 

(1)  Request  the  parties  to  resolve  a 
question  involving  interpretation  of  a 
controlling  agreement  at  a  higher  agency 
level  under  the  procedures  of  the  c<«- 
trblllng  agreement  or,  if  no  such  pro- 
cedtires  exist,  under  an>ropriate  agency 
regulations;  or 

(2)  Request  the  parties  to  refer  a 
question  of  negotiability  which  arose  at  a 
local  level  to  the  head  of  the  agency  for 
determination;  or 

(3)  Refer  a  question  of  negotial^ity 
to  the  Federal  Labor  Relations  Council 
for  decision,  or  advise  the  labor  organiza¬ 
tion  that  it  may  appeal  a  question  of  ne¬ 
gotiability  to  the  CouncU  for  decision, 
when  a  labor  organization  (i)  disagrees 
with  an  agency  head’s  determination 
that  a  proposal  would  violate  applicable 
law,  regulation  of  appropriate  authority 
outside  the  ag^icy,  or  the  order,  or  (ii) 
contends  that  an  agency’s  regulations,  as 
int»i>reted  by  the  agency  head,  in  its 
determination,  violate  applicable  law, 
regitotion  of  tqH)ropriate  authority  out¬ 
side  the  agency,  or  the  order,  or  are  not 
otherwise  sq)plicable  to  bar  negotiations 
under  section  11(a)  of  the  order  because 
tiw  do  not  meet  the  criteria  establldied 
in  Part  2413  of  the  Council’s  rules  or  be¬ 
cause  they  were  not  issued  at  the  agracy 
headquarters  level  or  at  the  level  of  a 
primary  natitmal  subdivision. 

(b)  In  making  a  referral  to  the  Coun¬ 
cil  as  described  in  paragraph  (a)  (3)  of 
this  section,  the  Pand  will  submit: 

(1)  The  proposal  in  dispute; 

(2)  The  agency  head’s  determination 
thereon; 

(3)  ’Ihe  labor  organization’s  request 
for  aii  exception  if  required  by  S  2411.22 
(b)  of  the  Council’s  rules,  and  the  agency 
head’s  denial  that  request; 

(4)  A  statement  of  lotion  with  sup¬ 
porting  evidence  and  argument  frmn 
ea^  party  on  the  negotiability  question; 
and 


(5)  Any  other  appropriate  documents 
ct  record. 

(c)  Uptm  receipt  of  a  decision  of  the 
Council  that  a  proposal  is  negotiable, 
based  upon  a  question  of  negotiability  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Council  by  the  Panel,  the 
Pane’s  report  to  the  parties  will  include 
the  Council’s  negotiability  decision.  If 
warranted,  the  Panel  may  refer  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  the  parties  for  negotiations. 

(d)  Upon  receipt  of  a  decision  of  the 
Council  that  a  proposal  is  not  negotiable, 
based  upon  a  question  of  negotiability 
i^erred  to  the  Council  by  the  Panel,  the 
Panel  will  cease  to  give  any  further 
consideration  to  the  proposal  and  so 
Inform  the  parties. 

(e)  The  Panel  will  not  make  any  re¬ 
ferrals  to  the  Council  under  this  section 
when: 

(1)  The  negotiability  issue  (s)  are  the 
only  issue(s)  at  impasse  and  they  arose 
prior  to  the  filing  of  the  request  to  the 
Panel;  or 

(2)  The  labor  organization  has  not  re¬ 
quested  the  Panel  in  writing  to  make 
such  a  referral;  or 

(3)  An  agency  head  determinaticm  is 
pending  or  issued  prior  to  the  filing  of 
the  request  to  the  Panel;  or 

(4)  A  petition  for  the  review  of  an 
ag^icy  head  determination  is  pending 
before  the  Council;  or 

(5)  An  ag^cy  head  determination 
was  issued  after  the  filing  of  the  re¬ 
quest  to  the  Panel,  and  the  labor  or¬ 
ganization’s  written  request  to  the  Panel 
to  refer  the  negotiability  issueCs)  to  the 
Council  did  not  meet  the  requirements 
stated  in  §  2411.24  of  the  Council’s  rules. 

§  2471.8  Use  of  third-party  factfinding 
with  reconunendations,  or  arbitra¬ 
tion. 

The  parties  may  resort  to  third-party 
factfinding  with  recmnmendaticms,  or 
arbitration,  to  resolve  an  impasse,* only 
vhen  authorized  or  directed  by  the 
Panel,  and  provided  the  parties  have: 

(a)  Made  a  joint  request  to  the  Panel 
in  writing  for  such  authority; 

(b)  Agreed  upon  what  IssueCs)  are  at 
impasse; 

(c)  Agreed  on  the  method  of  selecting 
the  third  party; 

(d)  Agreed  upon  an  arrangement  for 
paying  the  cost  of  the  proceedings;  and 

(e)  Used  without  success  uny  other 
arrangement  for  setUemoit. 

§  2471.9  Factfinding  determination  by 
the  Panel;  notice  of  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  and  formal  hearing. 

(a)  Whoi  the  Panel  determines  that 
resolution  of  an  impasse  requires  fact¬ 
finding  it  will: 

(1)  Appoint  <xte  or  more  factfinders 
to  investigate  the  dispute;  and 

(2)  Issue  and  serve,  upon  each  ot  the 
parties,  a  notice  of  prehearing  conftf- 
ence,  -when  scheduled,  and  of  formal 
hearing. 

(b)  The  notice  will  state: 

(1)  Names  of  the  pcurties  to  the  dis¬ 
pute; 


(2)  Date,  time,  idace,  and  purpose  of 
the  prehearing  cmiference; 

(3)  Date,  time,  and  place  of  the  formal 
hearing; 

(4)  Name(s)  of  the  factfinder(s)  ap- 
pcdnted  by  the  Panel;  and 

(5)  Issues  to  be  resolved. 

§  2471.10  Prehearing  conference. 

A  prehearing  conference  may  be  held 
by  the  factfinder  prior  to  the  factfinding 
hearing  to: 

(a)  Inform  the  parties  of  the  purpose 
of  the  hearing  and  the  procedures  imder 
which  it  will  take  place; 

(b)  Explore  the  possibilities  of  ob¬ 
taining  stipulations  of  fact; 

(c)  Clarify  the  positions  of  the  parties 
with  respect  to  the  Issues  to  be  heard, 
including  claims  concerning  negotiabil¬ 
ity.  if  any;  and 

(d)  Discuss  any  other  relevant  msdters 
which  will  help  achieve  the  objectives  of 
the  hearing. 

§  2471.11  Authority  of  factfinder  (s). 

Factfinder(s) ,  when  ccmducting  hear¬ 
ings,  shall  have  the  authmlty  to: 

(a)  Take  testimony,  including  deposi¬ 
tions; 

(b)  Conduct  the  hearing  in  open  ses¬ 
sion.  The  hearing  may  be  conducted  in 
closed  session  at  the  discretion  of  the 
factfinder(8) ,  however,  for  good  cause 
shown  by  either  of  the  parties ; 

'(c)  Rule  on  motions,  and  requests  for 
appearance  of  witnesses  and  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  records; 

(d)  Designate  the  date  on  which  post¬ 
hearing  briefs,  if  any,  sdiall  be  submitted. 
An  original  and  two  copies  of  each  brief 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary  with  a  copy  to  the  other  party 
and  a  stat^ent  of  service;  and 

(e)  Determine  all  procedimd  matters 
ctf  the  hearing  as  to  Imgth  of  sessions 
conduct  of  persons  in  attendance,  re¬ 
cesses,  continuances,  and  adjournment; 
and  take  any  other  appropriate  action 
which,  in  the  factfinder’s  judgment,  will 
promote  the  purpose  and  objectives  of 
the  hearing. 

§  2471.12  Availability  of  hearing  tran¬ 
script. 

’The  parties  will  make  their  own  ar¬ 
rangements  with  the  reporter  for  the 
purchase  of  their  copies  of  the  official 
transcript  of  a  factfinding  proceeding. 
A  copy  will  be  available  for  examination 
at  the  Office  of  the  Ebcecuttve  Secretary. 

§  2471.13  R^ort  of  the  factfinderfs) 
and  action  by  the  Panel.  * 

(a)  The  factfinder(s)  shall  prepare  a 
report  which  will  not  include  recom¬ 
mendations  for  settlement  but  which 
will  include,  to  the  extent  appropriate: 

(1)  The  history  of  the  current  nego¬ 
tiations,  including  the  Initial  positions 
of  the  parties,  and  a  report  of  items 
agreed  to  in  whole  or  part; 

(2)  The  positions  of  the  parties  with 
respect  to  the  unresolved  issues  and  the 
efforts  made  to  reach  agreement  th&remi; 

(3)  The  context  within  whidi  the  ne- 
gotlaiions  have  taken  place; 


IVDEKAL  lEGiSTEq,  VOL  40,  NO.  207— ftlDAY,  OaOttit  24,  1975 


(4)  The  justification  for  each  propo¬ 
sal  as  advanced  by  the  parties; 

(5)  The  prevailing  practices,  if  any, 
pertaining  to  conditions  of  employment 
for  other  public  employees  in  compa¬ 
rable  work  situations: 

(g)  The  status  of  any  claim  concern¬ 
ing  negotiability:  and 
(7)  Any  other  matters  relevant  to  the 
Impasse. 

(b)  The  report  of  the  factfinder  (s) 
will  be  submitted  to  the  Panel  and  simul- 
taneoiis^  to  the  parties  within  a  period 
which  normally  will  not  exceed  20  cal¬ 
endar  days  after  receipt  of  the  tran¬ 
script  or  after  receipt  of  briefs,  if  any. 
The  parties  will  have  10  calendar  days 
after  receipt  of  the  report  to  file  written 
comments  thereon  with  the  Executive 
Secretary. 

(c)  Ax^  party  filing  written  comments 
on  the  report  the  factfinderCs)  shall 
serve  a  copy  simultaneously  on  the  other 
party  in  the  dispute  and  shaH  file  a  state¬ 
ment  service  with  the  Executive 
Secretary. 

(d)  After  receipt  of  the  report  of  the 
factfinder(8)  and  the  parties’  written 
eomnMnts,  'lf  any',  the  Pand  will  evaluate 
the  impasse  axid  either: 

(1)  Sotmiit  its  recommendations  for 
settlement  to  the  parties;  or 

(2)  Take  any  other  action  which  it 
deems  am>ropriate. 

i  2471.14  Dvdcs  eadi  party. 

(a)  Within  20  calendar  days  after  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  Panel  Report  and  Recommen- 
datkmts)  for  Settlonent,  each  party 
shall,  after  conferring  with  the  other, 
either: 

(1)  Accept  the  Pand’s  rec(Hnmenda- 
tloDs  and  so  notify  the  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary;  or 

(2)  Reach  a  settlonent  of  all  unre¬ 
solved  issues  and  stfixnit  a  written  settle¬ 
ment  statement  to  the  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary;  or 

<3)  Submit  a  written  statement  to  the 
Executive  Secretary  setting  forth  the 
reas<M3s  for  not  accepting  the  Pand’s 
recommendations  and  reaching  a  settle- 
moit  of  an  unresolved  issues. 

(b)  A  reaso^ble  extension  of  the  20- 
day  period  may  be  authorized  by  the 
Executive  Secretary  for  good  cause  shown 
when  requested  in  writing  by  either  party 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  20-day 
period. 

(c)  Any  party  subrnttUng  a  notifica¬ 
tion,  stat^ent,  or  request  to  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary  under  this  section  shaU 
serve  a  copy  simultaneously  on  the  othtf 
party  to  the  dispute  and  shall  file  a 
statement  of  such  service  with  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary. 

§  2471.15  Scttlemral  action  by  the  Pand. 

In  the  event  there  remain  any  unre¬ 
solved  issues  at  the  end  of  the  aforesaid 
20-day  period  or  any  extenskm  thereof, 
the  Pand,  after  due  consideration  of 
the  responses  of  the  parties,  will  take 
whatever  actton  it  deems  necessary  to 
bring  the  dispute  to  settlonent. 
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§  2471.16  Inconsisteni  labor  agreement 
iwovisions. 

Any  provisions  of  the  parties’  labor 
agreements  relating  to  Impasse  resolu¬ 
tion  which  are  inconsistent  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  eitho:  sections  5  and  17  of  the 
order  or  the  procediures  of  the  I*and  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  superseded  by  the  order 
and  the  procedures  herein,  unless  such 
provisions  are  permitted  \mder  section 
24  of  the  order. 

Effective  date.  Part  2470  and  Part  2471 
shall  be  effective  October  24,  1975. 

For  the  Pan0. 

Jacob  Sbidknbekg, 
Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.75-38647  FUed  10-38-76:8:46  am) 


Title  8 — Aliens  and  Nationality 

CHAPTER  I— IMMIGRATION  AND  NATU¬ 
RALIZATION  SERVICE.  DEPARTMENT 
OF  JUSTICE 

PART  212— DOCUMENTARY  REQUIRE¬ 
MENTS:  NONIMMIGRANTS;  WANERS; 
ADMISSION  OF  CERTAIN  INADMISSIBLE 
AUENS;  PAROLE 

Parole  Into  United  States  of  AKens 

Rderence  is  made  to  the  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  which  was  published 
in  the  Fkdexai.  Rtcxstkk  of  Juh^  8,  1975 
(40  FR  28614)  pursuant  to  section  553  of 
Title  5  of  the  Ihilted  States  Code  (30 
Stat  383)  and  in  which  there  were  set 
forth  the  proposed  amendments  of  8  CFR 
212.5  to  provide  that  no  aUm  shall  be 
paroled  into  the  United  States  under  a 
refugee  imgram  or  under  a  claim  of 
asylum  pursuant  to  8  CFR  Part  108  if  he 
has  ordered,  assisted  or  participated  in 
the  persecution  of  any  person  because  of 
race,  rcdlgion  or  political  c^inlon,  or  if 
he  refuses  to  make  a  sworn  statement 
with  respect  thereto. 

The  single  representation  vhlch  was 
received  in  response  to  the  proposed  rules 
of  July  8,  1975,  has  been  centered.  NO 
change  has  been  made  in  the  proposed 
rules.  The  pr<v>osed  rules,  as  set  forth 
below,  are  hereby  adopted: 

In  Part  212,  i  212.5  is  revised  in  its  en¬ 
tirety  to  read  as  follows: 

§  212.5  Parole  of  aliens  into  the  United 
Stales. 

(a)  General.  The  district  director  in 
charge  of  a  port  of  mtry  may,  prior  to 
examination  by  an  immigration  officer, 
or  subsequent  to  such  examination  and 
pending  a  final  determination  of  admiesl- 
Ullty  in  accordance  with  sectlcms  235  and 
236  of  the  Act  and  this  chapter,  or  after  a 
finding  of  inadmissibility  has  been  made, 
parole  into  the  United  States  temporar¬ 
ily  in  accordance  with  section  212(d)  (5) 
of  the  Act  any  alien  applicant  for  ad¬ 
mission  at  such  port  of  entry  under  sueh 
terms  and  eondittons.  including  the  ex¬ 
action  of  a  Ixmd  on  Form  1-352,  as  such 
officer  shall  dean  aivnq;irlate.  No  alien 
ShaU  be  paroled  into  the  United  States 
under  a  rtfngee  program  or  under  a 
claim  of  asylum  pursuant  to  Part  108  of 
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this  chapter,  if  he  has  ordered,  assisted 
or  participated  in  the  persecution  of  any 
persmi  because  of  race,  religion  or  pOItt- 
ical  opinion,  or  if  he  refuses  to  make  a 
sworn  statement  with  respect  thereto. 

(b)  Termination  of  parole.  At  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  period  of  time  or  upon 
accomplishment  of  the  purpose  for  which 
parole  was  authorized  or  when  in  the 
opinion  of  the  dlflrict  director  in  charge 
of  the  area  in  which  the  alien  is  located 
that  neither  emergency  nor  public  inter¬ 
est  warrants  the  continued  presence  of 
the  alien  in  the  United  States,  parole 
shall  be  terminated  upon  written  notice 
to  the  alien  and  he  shall  be  restored  to 
the  status  which  he  had  at  the  time  of 
parole,  and  further  inspection  or  hearing 
shall  be  conducted  under  section  235  or 
236  ot  the  Act  and  this  chapter,  or  any 
order  of  exclusion  and  deportation  pre¬ 
viously  entered  shall  be  executed.  If  the 
exclusion  order  cannot  be  executed  Iqr 
deportation  within  a  reasonable  time, 
the  alien  shall  again  be  released  on  pi^ 
role  unless  in  the  opinion  of  the  district 
director  the  public  Interest  requires  that 
the  alien  be  continued  in  custody. 

(e)  Advance  anXhoriaanon.  YVhen  pa¬ 
role  is  authorised  for  an  alien  vdM  wffi 
travel  to  the  United  States  wtthout  a 
visa,  the  alien  shaU  be  issued  Fonn  1-412. 

(Sec.  lOS,  66  Slat.  ITS;  (8  UJB.a  1106)  ) 

Effective  date:  In  accordanee  with  (he 
provisions  of  seetkm  553  of  Title  5  ot  the 
United  States  C^ode  (80  Btat.  383),  this 
order  shaU  become  effecthm  Novemb^  24, 
1975. 

Dated:  October  20, 1975. 

L.  P.  Chaphan,  Jr., 
Commisetonerof 
Immigration  and  Naturalieation. 

(FR  Doe.76-3S710  FUed  10-38-78:8:46  am] 


TMe  9— Animals  and  Animal  Products 

(U1APTER  I— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE.  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAFTER  E— VIRUSES,  SCRUMS,  TOXINS. 
AND  ANALOOOUS  FROOUCTSToMANISmS  ' 
AND  VECTORS 

PART  113— STANDARD  REQUIREMENTS 

Selection  of  Prorolaasa  Samples  of 
Biological  Products 

•  Purpose:  To  auttwriza  the  use  of  a 
contractor  to  salact  prareleasa  samples  of 
biological  products.  • 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  c<mtained  in 
the  Virus-Serum-Toxln  Act  of  March  4, 
1913  (21  UJ3.C.  151-158),  Part  113,  Sub- 
chiqiter  E,  Chapter  I  of  Title  8  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
to  include  a  contractor  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  in  the  Ust  of  peo];Ue  ellgil^  to 
sdect  prerelease  samples  of  biological 
products  for  testing  by  the  Departo^t. 
These  amendments  also  authorize  the 
contractor  and  Department  perKmnSl  to 
forward  or  deliver  such  sai^es  to  the 
Veterinary  Services  Laboratories. 

It  has  been  administratively  deter¬ 
mined  that  to  contract  the  selection  oi 
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door.  In  the  preamble  to  Amendment 
39-2112,  the  agency  noted  that  one  com¬ 
mentator  had  requested.  In  his  response 
to  the  Notice  of  Propos^  Rule  Making, 
provision  for  dispatch  of  the  aircraft 
with  one  of  the  dxial  cargo  door  warn-  « 
ing  systems  inoperative.  The  comment 
was  considered  beyond  the  scope  of  the 
Notice,  but  the  agency  stated  that  the 
comment  would  be  given  further  consid¬ 
eration.  Additionally,  after  Issuance  of 
Amendment  39-2112,  the  manufacturer 
requested  the  agency  to  permit  dispatch 
of  aircraft  with  one  of  the  dual  cargo 
door  indicating  systems  Inoperative  pro¬ 
vided:  (1)  Visual  inspection  verifies  the 
door  is  closed  and  locked;  and  (2)  the 
unaffected  indicating  system  test  is 
satisfactory. 

The  incorporation  of  test  circuit  of 
Service  Bulletin  52-109  results  in  a  dual 
system;  System  A.  mechanical  switch 
system;  and  System  B,  proximity  switch 
system.  The  manufacturer  states  that 
either  system  meets  the  regulatmry 
standards  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations.  The  manufacturer  estimates  a 
better  than  ten  tbnes  Improvement  in 
reliability  of  the  mechanical  switch  in¬ 
dicating  system  (System  A),  resulting 
from  the  addition  to  that  i^ovided  by 
the  mandatory  incorporation  at  Service 
Bulletin  52-43.  Furthermore,  incorpora¬ 
tion  of  the  closed  loop  door  locking  sys¬ 
tem  in  all  aircraft  has  eliminated  the 
possibility  that  operational  errors  can 
result  in  an  unsafe  status  of  the  cargo 
doors  in  flight  because,  if  the  door  is  not 
properly  secured,  the  aircraft  cannot  be 
mressurized.  It  is  the  manufacturer^ 
opinion,  therefore,  that  a  prohibition 
a^iinst  dispatch  with  one  of  the  dual 
warning  systems  inoperative  imposes  an 
unnecessary  restriction  on  the  operators. 

Aftor  giving  fxirther  consideration  to 
the  comments  received  <m  the  Notice 
which  led  to  Amendment  39-2112,  and 
in  light  of  the  additional  information 
provided  by  the  manufacturer  to  support 
their  request,  the  agoMy  has  concluded 
that  the  aircraft  can  be  operated  safely 
with  one  of  the  dual  cargo  door  indicat¬ 
ing  systems  inoperative  per  door,  saSy- 
ject  to  the  operational  luocedures  noted 
herein. 

Since  this  amendment  provides  relief 
effective  from  an  operattonal  restriction,  and  im- 


such  samples  shall  be  economically  ad¬ 
vantageous  to  the  Department. 

Section  113.3  (a)  and  (c)  are  amended 
to  read: 

§  113,3  Sampling  of  biolf»gical  prodacts. 

•  #  •  •  • 

(a)  Either  an  employee  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  of  the  licensee,  or 
of  the  permittee,  as  designated  by  the 
Deputy  Administrator,  or  a  person  under 
contract  with  the  Department  shall  se¬ 
lect  prerelease  samples  of  biological  prod¬ 
uct  in  the  number  prescribed  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section.  Each  sample 
shaU  be  maiked  for  identification  by  the 
person  maldng  the  selection  after  which 
they  ^all  be  packaged  by  the  licensee  or 
permittee,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  for¬ 
warded  to  the  Veterinary  Services  Labo¬ 
ratories;  except  that  an  employee  or  con¬ 
tractor  of  the  Department  may  forward 
or  deliver  the  samples  to  Veterinary  Serv¬ 
ices  Laboratories  if  such  action  is  deemed 
advisable  by  the  Deputy  Administrator. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Rmerve  samples  shall  be  sheeted 
from  eacdi  solal  and  subserial  of  every 
biological  product.  Such  samples  shall 
be  selected  at  random  from  finished 
product  by  an  employee  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  of  the  licensee,  or  of  the  permit¬ 
tee.  as  designated  by  the  Deputy  Admin¬ 
istrate  e  a  person  under  contract  with 
the  Department. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(37  Stat.  83a-«S3;  (21  UA.C.  lSl-158)) 

These  amendments  make  administra¬ 
tive  changes  to  clarify  questionable  pro¬ 
cedures  and  to  authorize  needed  actions 
without  making  other  substantive 
changes  in  the  regulations.  In  order  to 
be  of  maximum  benefit,  they  must  be 
made  effective  Immediately. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it 
is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
'  other  public  procedure  concerning  these 
amendments  are  impracticable  and  un¬ 
necessary.  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
Tnftking  these  amendments  effective  less 
than  30  days  after  publication  in  Uie 
Federal  Register. 

The  foregoing  amendments  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  upon  Issuance. 

Done  at  Washington.  DX^.,  this  16th 
day  of  October  1975. 

E.  A.  SCRTLT, 

Acting  Devuty  Admfnisfnrtor, 
Veterinary  Services  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  InspectUm 
Service. 

(Rl  Doe.TB-2e668  FUed  My-SS-7S;8:45  ami 


TMe  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMtN- 
tSTRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

IDoeint  No.  16059;  Annlt.  39-94071 

part  39-AlRIVORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Britten  Mgi— n  Ltd.  Model  BN-2A  Mark  HI 
Airplanes 

There  has  been  a  report  of  a  failure 
of  the  rudder  trim  jack  lower  moimting 
bracket  on  Britten  Norman  Ltd.  Model 
pw-2A  Mark  m  airplanes  that  could  re¬ 


sult  in  loss  of  the  rudder  trim  control  of 
the  airplane.  Since  this  condition  is  likely 
to  exist  or  develop  in  other  airplanes  of 
the  same  tsrpe  design,  an  airworthiness 
directive  is  being  issued  to  require  an  in¬ 
spection,  replacement,  if  necessary,  and 
reinforcement  of  specified  parts  of  the 
rudder  structure  of  Britten  Norman  Ltd. 
Model  BN-2A  Mark  lH  airplanes. 

Since  this  situation  requires  Immediate 
adoption  of  this '  regulation,  it  is  found 
that  notice  and  public  proc^ure  hereon 
are  impracticable  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  this  amendment  effective  in 
less  than  30  days. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Fedwal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421,  and 
1423):  aec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  UJ3.C.  1655(c) ) ) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) , 

S  39  J.3  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Brittem  Noeman  Ltd.  AppUes  to  Model  BN- 
3A  Mark  in  airplanes,  all  series,  certlflcated 
In  all  categories. 

CompUance  is  required  ss  Indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  possible  loss  of  rudder  trim 
control,  accomplish  the  foUowlng: 

(a)  Prior  to  the  first  flight  of  each  day  af¬ 
ter  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  Inspect  the 
rudder  trim  Jack  lower  moimUng  brackets 
and  rudder  structure  for  cracks  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  paragraphs  1.  2,  and  3  of  Britten 
Norman  Service  Bulletin  No.  BN-2/SB.62. 
dated  June  82.  1973,  or  an  PAA-iq>prov8d 
equivalent. 

(b)  If  a  cra^  is  found  during  an  Inspec¬ 
tion  required  by  paragr{q>h  (a)  of  this  AD, 
rei^aoe  the  cracked  part  with  a  part  erf  the 
same  part  number  or  an  FAA-approved 
eqxilvalent  before  further  flight,  except  that 
the  airplane  may  be  flown  In  accordance  with 
PAR  If  21.197  and  21.199  to  a  base  where  the 
repair  can  be  accomplished. 

(c)  Within  the  next  300  hours*  Ume  tn 
■enrlce  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD. 
naodlfy  the  radiler  trim  )aric  lower  mounting 
bracket  and  the  rudder  structure  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  Britten  Norman  Modification  Leaf¬ 
let  No.  BN-2/NB/M596.  dated  June  22,  1973, 
or  an  PAA-approved  equivalent. 

(d)  Upon  incorporation  of  the  modification 
required  by  paragraph  <e)  of  this  AD.  the 
Inspections  required  by  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  AD.  may  he  discontinued. 

This  amendment  becomes 
November  5,  1975. 

Issued  tn  Washington,  D.C.  on  Octo¬ 
ber  14. 1975. 

J.  A.  Ferrasese. 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 
[PR  Doc.75-38644  PUed  10-3S-75;8:45  ami 


(Docket  No.  74-WB-40^AD;  Aaadt.  39-38991 
PART  39— AHtWORTHINESS  DIRECTfVES 
McDonneU  Douglas  DCXIO  Series  Airplanes 

Amendment  35-1811,  <39  FR  U991>. 
AD  74-08-04,  as  amended  by  Amend¬ 
ments  39-2913  <39  FR  40252)  and  25- 
2112,  <41  FR  8544)  requires  certain  modi¬ 
fications  and  functional  checks  to  pre¬ 
vent  possible  in-flight  depressurization  of 
the  airplane  that  might  result  from  the 
opening  of  an  improperly  secured  cargo 


poses  no  additional  burden  on  any  per¬ 
son,  notice  and  public  procedure  hereon 
are  unnecessary  and  the  amendment  may 
be  made  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  cimsideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administravor  <31  FR  13697), 
S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations,  Amendment  39-1811  CAD 
74-08-04),  as  amended  by  Amendments 
39-2013  and  39-2112,  Is  further  amended 
as  follows: 

a.  Amend  paragraph  2C.  to  read: 

'  "O.  Belhd*  sB  caigo  door  warning  Hgbts 
are  exttngutUiod  prior  to  Uxl.  except  «s  pro- 
vldad  lu  paragraph  12.  below.’* 

b.  Add  a  new  paragraph  12,  to  read: 

*‘12.  Aircraft  wbfcsh  have  been  modUlsd  ta 
accordance  with  paragraph  11,  above,  may  be 
operated  with  one  warning  light  (System  A 
or  System  B)  per  door  inoperative  provided: 
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(a)  The  tinaffected  system  test  is  satis* 
fact<^  and  indicates  that  the  door  is  cioeed 
and  locked;  and 

(b)  The  procedure  specified  by  paragraph 
a  of  this  AD  is  accomplished  for  the  affected 
cargo  door(s);  and 

(c)  The  aircraft  is  not  dispatched  from  a 
station  where  repairs  or  replacements  on  the 
inoperative  warning  S3rstem  can  be  made.” 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
October  31,  1975. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  UJB.C.  13M(a),  1421,  and 
1423):  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Trani^orta- 
tion  Act  (49  n£.C.  1666(c))) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
October  14,  1975. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 

Director, 

■  FAA  Western  Region. 

[FR  Doc.76-a8643  Piled  10-23-7&;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  78-WB-31-AD;  Arndt.  39-2404] 

PART  99— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Litton  Systems,  Inc.  LTN-72  Inertial 
Navigation  Systems 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring 
modification  of  all  unmodified  LTN-72 
hiertlal  navigation  systems  which  use  the 
73-0  computer  program  in  accordance 
wMh  Litton  Systems  Inc.,  Service  Bulletin 
No.  34-72-SO  dated  February  20,  1975, 
was  published  in  40  FR  20289  dated 
ICay  9, 1975. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  amendmoit.  No  comments 
questioning  the  possible  occurrence  at  a 
ocmdition  which  could  result  in  the  ina¬ 
bility  of  the  flight  crew  to  immediatdy 
recogniK  a  compass  systeBs  fafiure  due 
to  loss  of  system  power  were  reeled. 
One  cquerator  requwted  that  the  cens- 
pUanee  peiod  be  extended  to  March  1. 
1978.  However,  an  affected  L‘nf-72  iner¬ 
tial  navigation  systens  used  by  this  oper¬ 
ator  have  been  modified  according  to 
Service  BMletln  NO.  34-72-80  in  the 
interim. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  ddegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  HW'i, 

9  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Litton  Ststems,  Inc.,  Aero  Products'  Divi¬ 
sion.  Applies  to  all  LTN-72  Inertial  naviga¬ 
tion  sy^ms  Installed  on  vartons  airplane 
models,  certificated  In  all  categories.  Includ¬ 
ing,  but  not  limited  to,  McDonnell  Douglas 
DC-8  and  DC-10  airplanes  and  Boeing  707 
and  747  airplanes. 

Compliance  required  as  Indicated  prior  to 
January  1.  1976  unless  already  aocompUabed. 

To  provide  the  required  fallurs  warning 
Indication  of  power  loss,  accomplish  Litton 
Service  Bidletln  No.  34-72-80.  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  20.  1976,  or  later  FAA-approved  revision, 
or  an  equivalent  Installation  approved  by 
the  Chief,  Aircraft  Knglfieering  Division,  FAA 
Westerii  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
Dec^ber  1, 1975. 

(Secs.  818(a),  601,  and  003,  Federal  Aviation 
Aot  ot  1988  (40  D.8.O.  1864(a),  1421,  ang 
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1423) ;  sec.  6(c) ,  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  UJ3.C.  1658(0)  )  ) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Cahfomia  on 
October  15, 1975. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Director, 

FAA  Western  Region. 
[FR  Doc.75-28663  Filed  10-26-76:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  75-OL-83:  Arndt.  88-2400] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Pressed  Steel  Tank  Co.  DOT-SHT-SOOO 
Cylinders 

There  have  been  two  failures  of  Pressed 
Steel  Tank  Company  DOT-3HT-3000 
cylinders  durhig  first  filling,  prior  to 
service  use,  which  revealed  that  some 
cylinders  were  manufactured  with  the 
wrong  composition  steel.  Since  this  con¬ 
dition  could  exist  in  other  Pressed  Steel 
Tank  Company  DOT-3HT-3000  cylin¬ 
ders  with  original  test  dates  indicated  on 
the  cylinder  between  January  1975  and 
April  1975,  an  airworthiness  directive  is 
being  Issued  to  require  inspection  of 
these  cylinders  used  on  slides,  sUde- 
rafts,  or  rafts  in  transport  category  air¬ 
planes. 

Since  immediate  action  is  required  in 
the  interest  of  safety,  compliance  with 
the  notice  and  public  procedure  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  is  not  practical  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  this  amendment  effective  in 
less  than  thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideratkm  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  author!^  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697 
and  14  CFR  11.86),  9  39.13  of  Part  39  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
Alrworthin^  Directive : 

Psxasmm  Steel  Tank  Compant.  AppUea  to  All 
tTAaSpOEt  AAtAgOVy  EtTplAaVa  lEMnXVUttng 
BOr-ear-MOO  usipwia  §sm  efUmdsn 
wiAnuiAAeiiMe  by  Frwua  Steel  Taaok  Omb- 
fMUKj  wtth  eelgiBal  test  detoe  ea  the  eyUeder 
IroBA  Janoery  1978  threugb  Apvtt  1976  amI 
Itoe  foUewliiM  —tIaI  aumbese: 

SOTSSR  theough  812MB 
8191SB  throng  SaaSBR 
8M13B  tkro««h  ia648R 
Bieim  through  8278eB 
loeies  through  losses 
10810S  throu^  107308 
113168  tboev^ii  114MB 
OmnpllAnoe  requhred  within  80  days  after 
the  effective  date  of  thle  Alrworthlncee  Di¬ 
rective.  unlees  Already  Aceompllehed. 

To  Identify  end  prevent  aervlce  use  of 
DOT-3HT-3000  cyllnden  which  were  manu¬ 
factured  with  the  wrong  oompoeltlon  steel, 
accomplish  the  following; 

(a)  Remove  affected  cylinders  from  air¬ 
craft.  or  before  Installing  affected  cylinders 
In  aircraft,  retest  hydrostatically  In  accord¬ 
ance  vrith  Title  49  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions.  Part  178;  or 

(b)  Use  an  equivalmt  method  approved  by 
the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  Great  Lakes  Region,  to  detormlne 
that  the  affected  cylinder  Is  mannfactured 
with  the  Intended  (xunposltlon  steel. 

nils  amendmoit  becomes  effective 
November  10.  1975. 

(Secs.  818(a).  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1988  (49  UR.O.  1864(a).  1431.  and 
1423);  sec.  6(c).  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  TTJ3.C.  1666(e) ) ) 
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Issued  ht  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  Oc¬ 
tober  16,  1975. 

John  M.  Cyrocbx. 

Director, 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

.  (FR  Doc.75-28662  FUed  10-33-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  15080;  Arndt.  39-2408) 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

SIAI  JgardMftU  Models  S.  205-18F  and 
-2()F  AirplaiMs 

There  have  beoi  reports  of  cracks  in 
the  nose  landing  gear  drag  brace,  P/N 
205-9-135,  and  the  area  around  the  nose 
landing  gear  drag  brace  attachments, 
P/Ns  205-1-059-01,  on  SIAI  Marchettl 
Models  8.  205-18F  and  -20F  airplanes 
that  could  result  in  failure  the  nose 
landing  gear.  Since  this  conditiem  is  like¬ 
ly  to  exist  or  devetop  in  other  airplanes 
of  the  same  type  design,  an  airworthi¬ 
ness  directive  Is  being  issued  to  require 
inspection  of  the  nose  landing  gear  drag 
brace  and  the  area  anmnd  the  drag  brace 
attachments  for  cracks  and  the  replace¬ 
ment  of  the  drag  brace  and  drag  brace 
attachments  on  SIAI  Marchettl  Models 
S.  205-18F  and  -30F  airplanes. 

Since  this  situation  requires  immediate 
adoption  of  this  regulation,  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are  impracti¬ 
cable  and  good  cause  exists  for  making 
this  amendment  effective  in  less  than  SO 
days. 

(Sees.  818(A),  601,  And  603.  FAdtoal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  US.C.  1364(A).  1421.  mnd 
1423);  sec.  6(e)  DepartiUAnt  of  TTAnq^ta- 
tlmi  Act  (49  UB.C.  1656(c) ) ) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) . 

9  89.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  Is  amended  by  adding  the 
foltowtag  new  airworthiness  dlvwMve: 

Bus  MAacamm.  to  MaBels  M.  306-MV 

and  -20F  AlvplAEAi.  8/lto  OOl  tbriiEi^i  068; 
103  ttowagh  866  (AEAiyt  RTf  108);  4-191 
tbrougk  4-288  (ABcipt  B/N  4-846);  4-366. 
and  6-308,  toctlfiaatod  In  aH  OAtogertoA. 

CompUaaea  la  rvquirvd  aa  indlaatod,  untoM 
akraady  aeaoeapllAbad. 

Ta  pnvant  paaalbto  faBuM  af  the  new 
lamdlag  gear.  sceotagOUh  tha  foUawtog: 

(a)  OaBBpty  wltb  paraBVAph  (b)  of  tblB 
AD— 

(1)  Within  the  noEt  10  hours’ time  In  aerv- 
Ice  After  the  effective  date  of  this  AD.  and 
thereaftor  at  Intorvats  not  to  exoead  10  boon* 
time  In  aervlce  from  the  last  Inspectlcm;  and 

(2)  Prior  to  the  next  takeoff  after  aach 
hard-lan.dlng.  except  that  the  airplane  may  be 
flown  in  accordance  with  FAR  if  21.197  and 
21.199  to  a  baee  where  paragraph  (b)  can  be 
compiled  with. 

(b)  Inspect  by  visual  and  dye-penetrant 
methods  the  noee  landing  gear  drag  brace. 
P/N  206-9-135.  and  the  area  arotmd  the  drag 
brace  attachments.  P/Ns  206-1-050-01,  In 
accordance  with  paragraph  a.  of  the  “In¬ 
structions”  seetKm  ot  SXAI  Marchettl  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin,  SR.  NO.  206B33.  dated  Janu¬ 
ary  8,  1072.  or  an  FAA-approved  equivalent. 

(c)  Gamply  with  paragraph  (d)  of  thle 
AD  aa  foUowa: 

(1)  If  a  crack  la  found  dvurlng  the  Inspec¬ 
tion  required  by  paragraidis  (a)  and  (b)  of 
this  AD.  coDUdy  with  paragra|ili  (d)  of  tola 
AD  before  further  fllgti^  except  that  toe  air¬ 
plane  may  be  flown  In  accordance  wKh  FAR 
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1121.197  and  21.199  to  a  bast  wbeie  para- 
graph  (d)  can  fea  oompitod  with. 

(2)  If  a  crack  U  not  found  doting  aa  ta> 
spectlon  required  by  paragraphs  (a)  (b) 

of  this  AD,  comply  with  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  AD  within  the  next  50  hours'  Ume  In 
servtee  after  the  eCecttee  date  of  this  AD 
or  prior  to  the  aeeumuUtton  of  900  boots’ 
total  airplane  time  In  serrlce.  whichever' 
occurs  later. 

(d)  Replace  the  nose  gear  drag 

brace  P/N  205-9-135,  with  a  serviceable  reln- 
toned  drag  brace.  a0C-»-lSA-«8,  and 
replace  the  two  drag  brace  attachments, 
P/lte  209-1-099-01,  with  servleaable  drag 
brace  attachmeots,  P/Ms  206-1-180-01  and 
-02.  La  accordance  with  paragraph  b.  of  the 
’’Instructions*'  section  of  SIAl  Marchettl 
Samoa  BuUetln  8.B.  No.  206B3S  tested  Janu¬ 
ary  9,  1972.  or  an  PAA-approved  equlvalant. 

(e)  The  Inapecttoos  required  by  para¬ 

graphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  AO  may  be  dls- 
oonttntwd  upon  of 

pUcaasenu  required  by  paragraphs  (el  and 
(d)  of  this  AO. 

TUs  amcDdmeiit  becomes  elective 
Movsmber  5. 197S. 

Issued  In  Washington.  D.C,,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  14. 1975. 

J.  A.  PssiSBtia. 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

fFB  Doc.75  199U  Ptted  i0-39-79;t:46  ant] 


Blrworthlness  tUrecUve  is  her^y  pub-  (2)  XiusorptM-ate  and  comply  with  Aviatton 
lished  with  certain  clari^ring  r-hangn»e  in  Spsciaiues  Oompany  sikoiaky  s-u.  s-mb. 
the  Federal  Register  as  an  amendment  s-55c  faa  approved  Botorcraft  Plight 
toi99.13ofPait39of  the  Federal  Avia-  «»vi«ion  Ua  g,  dated  Ai«ust 

tlon  Regulations  to  make  it  effective  to. 

allDersma.  Nora  1.  B  (1)  and  (2)  aheU  be  performed 

simultaneously. 

SiKOBSKT.  Applies  to  Sikorsky  model  S-55  Moxx  2:  Refer  to  AiBeaeareh  Service  Bul- 
MrtsB  heilBoptara  Incorporating  AlBesearch  lethx  T8E831-73-6004  dated  July  19.  1973. 
model  TSRS31-SU-303N  engines  per  Supple-  and  Aviation  Specialties  Service  Bulletin 
Type  Certificate  (STC)  SH125WE  or  ASK-ei-l  dated  July  9,  197*.  for  IdentlAca- 
SH137WK,  certificated  in  all  categories.  tlon  and  location  of  related  hardware. 

CompUauM  required  as  Indlcatod.  C.  UntU  ths  actions  required  by  paragraph 

To  prevent  possible  Inflight  power  loss  ac-  B.  above  are  performed,  the  following  operst- 
omoiiWsbthofonowIng:  tag  limitations  and  filght  (g^c- 

A.  Within  the  next  10  hours  time  In  serv-  tlon  I,  RPM)  shall  apply, 
a^  the  effective  date  of  this  AD.  nnless  (1)  Before  each  takeoff  with  the  collective 
already  accomplished,  and  thereafter  as  re-  full  down  and  the  rotor  engaged  determine 
quired  by  g»ihparagraph  (8) :  that  the  engine  idles  above  100fi%  RPlf  with 

(1>  Inspect  and  fnnctlonally  test  the  toA 

deceleration  valve  (AlBeseandi  P/N  992646-  At  takeoff  power  the  engine  q>eed  must 

400  or  wsse  1 )  hy  Qot  be  bMow  99  %  RPlf . 

pass  line  and  off  the  to  prevent  Avoid  raifid  ooUeetlve  increases  under 

fuel  leakage  from  the  fuel  pump.  With  the  ^wer  conditions, 

engine  operating  and  the  “AIB-OROTJND"  .  **»•  effective  date  of  this  AD  refer 

switch  ta  toe  “GROUND''  posttton,  the  de-  rotorcraft  filght  manual  for  the  noml- 

ceteratlon  bleed  valve  Is  to  be  cycled  elec-  *P«cific  gravity  of  approved  fuel  types 
trteally  open  and  cloaad  uatng  the  deort  (^  Section  n.  Specific  Gravity).  Operating 
button  on  the  pUoCa*  cyclic  control  eUck  to  pereocnel  ehall  asaure  that  the  engine  fuel 
aaaure  that  no  fuel  Isskacr  occurs  when  the  euntrol  specific  gravity  adjustment  Is  set 
valve  Is  In  the  normaUy  closed  position.  Be-  proptflJ  *t  *11  tones  for  toe  Qrpe  of  fuel  being 
place  the  valve  If  It  does  not  function  prop-  used. 

eriy  or  leaks  any  fuel  when  cloeed.  Remove  ^  Equlvalant  procedurea  may  ha  approved 
cap  and  reconnect  bypass  line.  ^  Cfiilef,  Aircraft  Bnglneeiing  Division, 

(2)  Remove  the  tee  fitting  (AiReaearch  ^AA  Weatom  Ragloa.  upon  aubmlsslon  of 
P/N  91*1*22-1)  from  toe  engine  and  visually  aubatanttaUag  data, 

luepaet  toe  orlfloe  for  blockage.  Reptaoa  tea  F.  Aircraft  may  be  flown  In  aocordanoa 

fitting  If  toe  orlfloe  la  reatrlctad.  Reinst^  ^AR  21.197  to  a  baaa  for  portarznanoe  of 

tea  fitting  to  angina  If  found  free  of  ebstruo-  ^  taqpactlons.  maintenance,  end  ■««w<iei»fi- 
tiona.  tlona  required  by  this  AD.  provided  the  op- 

(2)  With  the  engine  operating  at  100  per-  Stating  llmltatlona  set  forth  In  parittraph 
cent  engine  speed  and  the  “AIR-GROUND"  (®)  are  applied, 
switch  ta  the  “A1R“  position,  funettonally  *  v  — 

teat  the  manual  fuel  flow  control  valve  ( AOto-  ..  amendment  becomes  effective  Oc- 
saarch  P/N  aeees*-*)  for  proper  operatton  by  31, 1975  for  all  persons  except  those 
m  V  «  —  ®f«itag  this  valve  using  toe  cyclic  control  whom  It  WAS  made  effec«ve  by  individ- 

rtt  13697),  the  following  airworthiness  switdi.  if  toe  mgtne  does  not  react  normally  ual  airmail  letters,  dated  September  9L 

dtoeettve  applicable  to  Sftoraky  S-65  losing  RPM  and  then  recovering  to  100  1975  which  thu  nmorwitwtiit 

serlas  helicopters  modified  to  incorporate  P«>'c®ut  engine  speed  as  the  manual  fuel  flow  _ 

AiResearch  TSE331-3U-303N  engines  in-  1»  closed  and  opened,  remove  Federal  Avtattoa 

Stalled  in  accordance  with  STC  No  “<1  replace  thU  valve  and  repeat  this  func-  ****<•>•  i®**  “A 

RH12SWW  orSHl97WTr  i-.  aii  tional  check.  '  ***“  A(c),  Department  of  Tkaoeporta^ 

SmSS  <*»  toe  wiring  and  etoc  tlon  Act  (49  UA^.  198*(c») 

1976  1^  made  effective  immediately  by  ^^***^' 

alnuaU  letters  dated  September  6.  1975,  hae  been  no  rziaswg  or  otoar  damage  which  1975. 

*9  to  all  known  United  States  (merators.  could  cause  improper  operation  of  toe  de-  Sianton 

The  AD  was  required  because  the  oeleratlon  bleed  valve  or  manual  fuN  flow  mre^tnr 

agency  received  report*  of  transient  over-  faa 

loading  of  the  AiResearch  TSE331  turbo-  _  Calibrate  engine  tachometer  and  en-  ^  weuem  RegttM. 

shaft  engine  InstaUed  In  the  Sikorskv  S-  tachometer  generator  as  a  pair  against  [FB  Doc.76-28646  PUed  10-23-76;8:46  am| 

65  heheSSer^  _ 

la  englM  (6)  inspect  and  adjust,  as  necessary,  the  CHAPTEB  II — CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 

speed  below  operating  iimits  and  could  underspeed  governor  adjustment  ta  acomd-  BOARD 

result  in  a  rapid  loss  of  available  power  *nce  with  the  paa  approved  rotorcraft  main- 

which  would  be  obsored  as  an  engine/  tenance  manual.  subchapter  a— econormc  reculatnins 

rotor  speed  droop.  Such  engine  overtoad  ^  in^wct  and  adjust,  as  necessary,  toe  (Beg.  er-8*6:  Amdt.  6) 

Is  meet  likely  to  be  encountered  during  ****  throttle  pam- 207— CHARTER  TRIPS  Afiowwai 

abnipt  OT  tranrtent  pUot  control  movi:  PART  207-CHA^TOWS  AND  SPECIAL 

ments  while  operating  nn^  the  oontr^  stop  tn  yoordance 

tempen^  limit  at  higher  denai^^  nance^nJi.  rotorcraft  umtate- 

tudea.  Operation  at  engine  speeds  below  (t)  Repeat  toe  caUbratoms  and  inspecttons  Report*  WiMi  the  Boeed,  Deletion 

4M>%  will  also  Increase  the  possibiltty  of  of  paragrajRM  (*).  (9)  and  (7).  above,  at  Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
encountering  this  droop  conditton.  intervals  not  to  exceed  600  hours  tone  in  at  its  qUI/'a  in  Washington,  D.C.  Octo- 

SlBce  it  was  found  ttiat  ImmeihBte  eor-  ®®rrtoe,  or  twelve  months,  whichever  occurs  21  1975  ’’ 

ro^  action  was  required,  nol^  and  ^ibr^ons  required  m  W  movt  rj^  Bo^'t  general  charter  rules, 

pntollc  procedure  thereon  was  hnprac-  „  FexU  207,  208.  212  and  214,  (14  CFR 

WttolntorSS?^i^,S?5Sf'lneerv-  *<”.  *08.  212  and  214)  and  its 

and  gi^  cause  existed  for  making  t^  effective  date  <rf  tois  ad,  unless  special  charter  rules.  Parte  372,  S72a.  373, 

alraaNthtoessdifWitiroeffecUvelmtoedl-  already  accomplished:  ^•^®«  S78.37»a  (14  CFR  Parte  372, 372a.  373, 378 

ateiy  as  to  aU  known  U.S,  i^ierators  of  ^  emitoment  vaiva  sya-  378a)  require  that  the  various  class- 

Slkorsky  S-55  series  helicopten  In-  tern  per  AiResearch  Service  BuUetln  TSBSSi-  es  of  direct  carriers  and  indirect  air  car- 
corpoenttng  the  AiResearch  TSB33i-gU-  n-otM.  dated  Angnat  2*.  ion.  or  later  paa  riers  provide  security  for  the  protectlan 
S8nf  engine  In  all  catogortes  Indl-  approved  revuioos.  and  Hetttee  Oorporattoa  at  charts  customers’  advance  payments, 
vtdual  air  mafl  letter*  dated  Oeiytember  81  Serviea  BuOsttn  Na  Asse-oi-s,  dated  au-  One  of  the  prescribed  n«ethnd9  for  se- 
1975.  These  conditions  still  exist  and  the  gust  29, 1075:  and  curing  such  funds  Involves  the  establish- 
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ment  oi  an  escrow  account  nquall- 
fled  bax^  When  this  amngenMDl  it 
used,  the  depository  bcmk  and  the  eaar- 
rler  are  reqnfared  by  ff  307.U»  208.41. 
212.18.  214.9d.  S72a.50(c>.  373.17  and 
S78.16a.  to  file  periodic  reports  with  UM 
Board  of  funds  received  and  ^dstmrsecL 

These  filed  reports  have  not  proved  to 
serve  any  useful  purpose,  while,  an  the 
other  hand,  our  experience  with  cus¬ 
tomers’  deposits  secured  by  escrowed 
funds  Indicates  no  need  to  devise  more 
detailed  and  burdensome  reports.  We 
have  ^erefore  decided  to  dispense  with 
reporting  retxtihrements  hereunder  at  this 
time. 

It  should  be  noted,  however,  (hat  our 
deletion  of  these  reporting  requirements 
leaves  imlmpalred  the  existing  requlre- 
mmt  that  appropriate  records  be  re¬ 
tained  with  respect  to  these  escrowed 
funds,  so  that  they  will  be  readily  acces¬ 
sible  for  Inspection  by  our  Bureau  of  En¬ 
forcement. 

Accordinidy.we  are  amending  Part  20T 
by  deleting  the  pr^ent  quarterly  report¬ 
ing  requirement  In  (  207.18. 

Since  this  amendment  Is  procedural  in 
nature  and  relieves  a  burden,  the  Board 
finds  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  unnecessary  and  the  amend¬ 
ment  may  be  made  effective  Immediately. 

Accordingly,  the  Civfl  Aeronautics 
Board  hereby  amends  Part  207  of  its 
Economic  Regulations  (14  (TFR  Part 
207).  effective  October  21,  1075.  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  Amend  the  taMe  of  contents  by  de¬ 
leting  the  reference  to  1207.18,  the 
amended  tatde  to  read  as  fOlows: 


•  *  •  •  • 

See. 

90T.1T  Froteotloa  at  customen’  eeportts. 

Subpatt  B — Provisions  IMattog  to  Pro  Rata 
Chaitars 

•  *  •  •  • 

9  207.108  [Deleted] 

2.  Delete  S  207.18. 

(Sea  aM  of  the  Faewal  Avtattn  Act  U  1988. 
aa  smandsd.  72  8ta*.  743.  («  UAX).  1324)1 

By  ttie  CtvB  Aeronatitlcs  Board. 

[aasLl  Edwin  Z.  Holland. 

SeervUury. 

'  rVR  Dee.75-30708  PUad  10-a3-78;8:4»wa] 
[Reg.  Amdt.  5] 

PART  208— TERMS,  CONOITKINS  AND 
LIMITATIONS  OF  CERTIFICATES  TO  EN- 
CAfiE  IN  SUPPLEMENTAL  AIR  TRAMS' 
PORTATION 

Quarterly  FMngs  of  Depository  Account 
Reports  With  tlw  Bowd?  Petetluu 

Adopted  by  tee  Civil  Acroaeastica  Board 
at  its  office  bi  Wateingtoa,  D.C..  Octo¬ 
ber  21, 1978. 

For  the  reasons  stated  In  ER-936,  Is¬ 
sued  contemporaneously  herewlte,  the 
CMl  Aeronautics  Board  boeby  Mwendn 
Pact  288  oC  Us  Beonomtc  PsflattoDa 
U4  CFR  Part  2881.  cffactere;  OBtober  21. 
ItTSL  ■Bfottowa: 

1.  Aasend  tlie  tsMe  ef  eoBtante  Ry  X8- 
ylstag  tee  rtfersDce  W  9208.41  to  read  at 

follows: 


30e.ill  (Baaavsadl 

§  208.41  [ReMTvedl 
2.  Delete  and  reserve'  5  208.41  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

CSac.  204  (d  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
at  amendad.  72  8«at.  742  (4*  UAC.  I32*)> 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretarv. 

[FR  Doc.75-28706  Plied  10-23-75:8:46  ami 


[Bag.  KMttS.  Arndt.  IS] 

PART  212— CHARTER  TRIPS  BY 
FOREIGN  AIR  CARRIERS 

Quarterly  Filings  of  Depository  Account 
Reports  With  the  Board;  Deletion 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronauties 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
October  21. 1975. 

For  the  reasons  stated  In  ER-936.  Is¬ 
sued  contemporaneously  herewith,  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  hereby  amends 
Part  212  of  its  Economic  Regulations 
<14  CFR  Part  212)  effective  October  21, 
1975,  as  follows: 

1.  AmoMS  the  table  oi  contents  by  de- 
leUng  tee  reference  to  i  212.18.  the 
amended  table  of  contente  to  read  as 
follows: 

Safcpart  A  Oenerel  PrewMena 
'  •  •  •  •  • 

Sec. 

213.15  Protection  of  customers*  deposiei. 

Subpart  8 — ProvMoits  Relating  to  Pro  Rets 
Chaetoio 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  212.16  [Ddeted] 

2.  Delete  S  212.16. 

(Sec.  204  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968, 
as  amended.  73  «tat.  748  (49  UA.C.  1324) ) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

fiecretonf. 

[FB  Doc.75-28704  FUed  10-23-75:8:46  am] 


[Beg.  BB-OSa.  AmdS.  14[ 

PART  214^TERMS,  CONDITIONS  AND 
LIMITATIONS  OF  FOREIGN  AIR  CAR¬ 
RIER  PERMITS  AUTHORIZING  CHARTER 
TRANSPORTATION  ONLY 

Quarterly  Filings  of  Depository  Account 
Reports  WKh  the  Board;  Deletion 

Adopted  by  the  C^il  Aeronautics 
Board  at  Its  office  In  Washington,  D.C., 
October  21. 1975. 

For  the  reasons  stated  In  ER-936,  is- 
saed  eontgaporaneouBly  herewite,  tee 
Civil  Aerenautics  Board  htteby  amends 
Part  214  (14  cm  Part  214),  effective 
October  21, 1976:.  as  foUows: 

1.  Amend  tee  table  of  coatents  by  de¬ 
leting  the  reference  to  8  214.9d.  the 
amended  table  of  contents  to  read  as 
foDows: 

Sobpart  A — Prevtoloiit  RalafliictoProlMa 
Chartarv 

•  ••*•• 

Sec. 

214A»  Protection  of  customers*  deposits. 
214.10  AppIleaMUty  of  this  subpart. 

•  •  •  •  • 


s  214.9d  [DdeSeiU 
2.  DrieteS214.9d. 

(Sec.  204  of  the  Federal  Aviatloa.  Act  of  19SA 
aa  amended,  72  Stat.  742  (40  JTS.C.  1334)) 

^  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.  - 

[SEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secr€Utr9. 

[FB  Doe.7S-38702  FUad  ie-23-7«;8:4&  asa] 


[Beg.  EB-935.  Arndt.  24[ 

PART  249— PRESERVATION  OF  AIR  CAR¬ 
RIER  ACCOUNTS,  RBCORBR  AND  MEM¬ 
ORANDA 

Preservation  of  Records  by  One-Stop- 
Inclusive  Tour  Charter  Operators 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
August  7, 1975. 

By  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
EDRr-28I/SPDR-38/ODB-9.'  the  Board 
proposed  adoption  of  a  new  Special  Reg¬ 
ulation  (14  CFR  Part  378a)  estehlistv- 
Ing  a  new  class  of  charter  to  be  desig¬ 
nated  as  a  One-stop-induslve  Tbur 
CTiarter.  At  the  same  time,  the  Beard 
propoaed  various  Implementing  amend¬ 
ments  to  other  of  its  Economic  Regula- 
tions,  including  Part  249  (14  CFR  Part 
249).  By  SPR-89  issued  August  8,  1975, 
the  Board  adopted  Ms  fMropeeal  te  au¬ 
thorize  OxK-stop-incUBive  Tour  Char¬ 
ters.  For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  SPBr-85, 
the  Board  has  now  decided  to  adopt  the 
proposed  amendments  te  Part  MB  Ac- 
cordinsly,  tax  consideratloa  of  tee  fore¬ 
going.  the  Board  hereby  amends  Part 
249  of  its  Economic  Regulations  ( 14  CFR 
Part  249)  effective  October  16,  1975,  as 
follows: 

Amend  8  249.2  by  revtstng  the  defini¬ 
tion  at  "tour  operatar’*  ta  read  as  fsi- 

9  24A.2  Definitions. 

For  the  piuposes  of  this  part: 

•  ODD* 

“Tour  operator*  means;  (1)  Any  dtt- 
am  of  the  United  Stetes.  as  deftned  in 
Section  101(13)  of  the  Act  (other  tean 
a  direct  air  carrier)  who  is  authorized 
under  the  provisions  of  I^irt  378  or  of 
Part  378a,  or  both,  to  engage  in  the  for¬ 
mation  of  groups  for  transportatian  on 
inclusive  tours;  or  (2>  any  person  not  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  as  defined  In 
Section  101(13)  of  the  Act  (other  than 
a  direct  foreign  air  carrier)  who  is  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  formation  of  groups  for 
transportation  on  inclusive  tours  which 
originate  in  the  United  States  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  tee  provlslans  of  Part  378  or 
of  Part  378a,  or  bote,  and  who  beids  a 
permit  issued  pursaaot  to  Section  409  of 
the  Act  auteorizing  such  traaspertatlon. 

Arnold  1 2te.fi  by  revising  paragraph 
(a)  to  read  as  follows: 

•  •  •  • 

(a)  Every  tour  operator  (as  deflntd  tax 
I  249.2)  conducting  a  tour  or  series  of 
tours  pursuant  to  Part  378  or  Part  378a 
of  this  chapter  shall  retain  for  two  years 
after  completion  of  a  tour  or  a  series  of 
tears  true  copies  e<  tee  ftffiowlag  (tajcor 


^  Dated  October  30, 1974  (Docket  27185). 
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ments  at  its  principal  or  general  office  in  1.  Amend  the  table  of  contents  of  Part 
the  United  States  and  shall  make  them  373  by  revising  the  reference  to  S  373.17 
available  upon  request  by  an  authorized  to  read  as  follows : 
representative  of  the  Board : 

(1)  All  receipts  and  statements  of 

travel  agents  and  all  other  documoits  878.17  [Reserved] 

which  evidence  or  reflect  deposits  made  (Sec.  204  at  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968, 
by  each  tour  participant;  as  amended.  72  stat.  743  <49  UJ3.C.  1824)) 

(2)  All  receipts  and  statements  of  -  ,, 

travel  agents  and  all  other  documents  8®*^*^*  IKeeervedj 

which  evidence  or  reflect  commissions  2.  Delete  and  reserve  1 373.17,  as  fol- 
received,  paid  to.  or  deducted  by  travel  lows: 
agents  in  connection  with  the  tour  or 

series  of  tours ;  and  Aeronautics  Board. 

(3)  All  statements^  invoices,  bills,  and  [seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

receipts  from  suppliers  for  furnishing  of  Secretary. 

goods  or  services  in  connection  with  the  doc.76-28706  PUed  io-23-76;8:45  am] 

tour  or  series  of  tours. 


Commission’s  authority  under  the  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the 
“Act”)  .*  particularly  sections  2,  3, 15, 17, 
and  23  thereof  ’  and  section  13  (new  sec¬ 
tion  15B  of  the  Act)  of  the  Securities 
Acts  Amendments  of  1975  (the  “1975 
Amendments”) . 

Rule  15Ba2-l  provides  that  municipal 
securities  dealers  which  are  banks  or 
separately  identiflable  departments  or  di¬ 
visions  of  banks  must  apply  for  registra¬ 
tion  with  the  Commission  imder  section 
15B(a)  of  the  Act  on  Form  MSD. 
15Ba2-2  requires  nonbank  municipal 
securities  dealers  whose  business  is  ex¬ 
clusively  intrastate  (“intrastate  deal¬ 
ers”)  to  apply  for  registration  with  tlie 
Commission  under  section  15B(a)  of  the 
Act  on  Form  BD,  and  prescribes  certain 
additional  procediues  relating  to  the  reg¬ 
istration  of  such  dealers.  Temporary 
rules  15a-l(T)  and  15Ba2-3(T)  tempo¬ 
rarily  exempt  municipal  securities  bro¬ 
kers  and  dealers  from  the  registration  re- 
quirements  of  sections  15  and  15B(a)  of 
the  Act,  respectively,  provided  that  such 
persons  file  their  applications  for  reg¬ 
istration  with  the  Commission  not  later 
than  November  30.  1975,  and  otherwise 
comply  with  all  applicable  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  of  the  Commission  and  the 
Municipal  Securities  Rulemaking  Board 
to  the  same  extent  as  if  they  were 
registered  on  December  1. 1975. 

In  coimection  with  the  adoption  of 
rules  15Ba2-l  and  15Ba2-2,  the  Commis- 
sion  has  provided,  effective  immediately, 
in  accordance  with  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act.  delegated  authority,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Pub.  L.  87-592,  76  Stat.  394,*  to 
the  Directors  of  the  Office  of  Reports  and 
Information  Services  and  the  Diviskm  of 
Market  Regulation  to  grant  applications 
for  registration  of  municipal  secxudties 
dealers  uivder  section  15B(a)  of  the  Act. 

Introduction.  On  June  4, 1975,  ttie  1976 
Amendments  were  signed  into  law.  sub- 
Btantially  amending  the  Act  and  eetah- 
Ustaing  a  eomprehcnstve  framewoik  for 
the  regulatioa  of  the  activities  of  munic¬ 
ipal  seouriOes  brokers  and  dealers.  Un¬ 
der  new  section  15B(a)  oi  the  Act.  as 
added  by  the  1975  Amendments,  swMijci- 
pal  securities  dealers  which  are  banks,  or 
separately  identifiable  departments  or  di¬ 
visions  of  banks,  and  intrastate  deal  ore 
arc  required  to  be  registersd  with  the 
CMBmission  in  scoordanoe  with  swdx 
nflee  as  the  Commission  may  prescribe 
as  necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  or  for  the  protection  of  investors. 
Section  15B(a)(l)  provides: 

It  ■hall  be  wolawful  for  any  municipal  se- 
ourttlM  defJer  (other  than  one  regMered  ae 
a  broker  or  dealer  under  section  16  of  this 

_  _  _  _  _  title)  to  use  of  the  maiin  ot  any  nuiann 

QUEm  GENERAL  RULES  AND  REGAI-  or  Instrumentality  of  Interstate  oonunerce  to 
LATIONS,  AND  FORMS  effect  any  transaction  In.  or  to  Induce  or  at- 

_  ^  .  ,,  ,  ...  tempt  to  induoe  the  purchase  or  sale  of.  any 

RegtstrkUon  ^  Muniripri  Seem  lUss  security  unless  such,  municipal 

Brokers  and  Dealers  securltleB  dealer  is  re^^stered  in  accordance 

The  SeemdUes  and  Exchange  Commis-  subsection, 

slon  has  ad(H?ted  rule  15Ba2-l,'  related  Mcm-bank  municipal  securities  deal- 
F^rm  MSD,*  rule  15Ba2-2.*  and  tempo-  ers  other  than  intrastate  dealers  and 
rary  rules  15ar-l(T)  *  and  15Ba2-3(T)  ,*  municipal  securities  brokers  are  required 

the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  <6  bd,  tha  standard  registration  form  for 
UB.C.  551  et  aeq.),  and  pursuant  to  the  bndeers  and  dealers.*  Tlie  provisions  of 
8es  footnotes  at  end  of  document.  See  footnotes  at  end  of  document. 


[Beg.  8PB-93:  Arndt.  11] 

PART  378— INCLUSIVE  TOUR  CHARTERS 

Monthly  Filings  of  Depositoiy  Account 
Reports  With  the  Board;  Deletfon 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
October  21.  1975. 

For  the  reasons  stated  in  ER-936,  is¬ 
sued  contemporaneously  herewith,  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  hereby  amends 
Part  378  of  its  Special  Regulations  (14 
C:fR  Part  378)  effective  October  21, 1975, 
as  follows: 

1.  Amend  the  table  of  contents  by 
dieting  the  reference  to  S  378.18a,  the 
amended  table  of  contents  to  read  as 
follows: 


(Secs.  2(M(a),  402  and  407  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1968,  as  amended,  72  Stat. 
743,  757.  766;  (49  UB.C.  1324,  1372,  1377)  ) 

Notb:  The  records  maintenance  require¬ 
ments  contained  In  I  249.9(a)  have  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  UJS.  General  Accounting  Office 
under  number  B-180226  (B0296). 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

(FB  Doc.76-28699  Filed  10-23-76:8:45] 


SUBCHAPTER  D— SPECIAL  REttULATIONS 
[Beg.  BPBrOl,  Arndt.  12] 

PART  372a— TRAVEL  GROUP  CHARTERS 

Monthly  FMngs  of  Depository  Account 
Reports  With  the  Board;  Deletion 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
October  21, 1975. 

For  the  reasons  stated  in  ER-036,  Is- 
ned  c(mtemp(hraneou8ly  herewith  the 
Civil  Aeixmauttes  Board  hereby  amends 
Part  372a  af  Ms  Bpeelal  Regnlartions.  (14 
CFR  Part  373a)  effeetlve  October  21, 
1975,  as  foSows: 

S  872a.50  [Amended] 

ABMsd  i372a.i0  by  deleting  para¬ 
graph  (c). 

(Sec.  204  of  the  Fedeml  Aviatlim  Aet  ^  1968, 
as  amaBdad.  72  Stat.  748,  (49  UJ3.C.  1324) ) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronauties  Boavd. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Hollanb, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-28701  FUed  10-23-76:8:46  am] 


Sec. 

878.16  Surety  bond. 

378.17  Contract  between  tomr  (^>erators  or 

foreign  t*ur  opertktora  and  tour 
participants. 


§  37t.l6a  [Dalelad] 

2.  Driete  I  378.18a 

(See.  204  of  the  Fedend  AvlaMmi  Aet  of  1968, 
as  amsnded.  72  Stat.  743  (49  VJB.O.  1324) ) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronanttos  Board. 

[SBAL]  BSWIN  Z.  HOIXAHD, 

Sceretary. 

int  Dos.76-<8700  Ftted  10-28-7618:48  am] 
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sections  15  and  15B(a)  become  i^plicable 
to  municipal  securities  brokers  and  deal¬ 
ers  ouDecember  1. 1975.** 

On  August  li.  1975,  the  Commission 
Issued  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release 
No.  11585  (“Release  No.  11585”)  “  an- 
noimclng  procedures  for  the  registratlcm 
of  municipal  securities  brokers  and  deal¬ 
ers  imder  section  15  of  the  Act,  gislng 
notice  of  proposed  rule  15Ba2-l,  related 
proposed  Form  MSD,  and  proposed  rule 
15Ba2-2,  and  soliciting  comments  on  the 
proposed  niles  and  Form  and  on  other 
matters  relating  to  the  registration  of 
municipal  securities  brokers  aiul  deal- 
ers.“ 

In  Release  No.  11585  the  Commission 
Indicated  that  municipal  securities  bro¬ 
kers  and  non-bank  municipal  securities 
dealers  other  than  intrastate  dealers 
would  be  required  to  apply  for  registra¬ 
tion  on  Form  BD.  The  Commission  urged 
that  such  munlclpsil-  securities  brokers 
and  dealers  file  their  applications  for 
registration  with  the  Commission  as 
promptly  as  possible  to  facilitate  process¬ 
ing  in  an  orderly  and  timely  manner. 
Proposed  rule  15Ba2-l  proTided  that 
banks  would  be  required  to  api^y  for  reg¬ 
istration  with  the  Commission  on  a  new 
application  form.  Form  MSD.  and  to  file 
a  statement  of  financial  condition  in  con¬ 
nection  with  such  application.  Proposed 
rule  15Ba2-2  provided  that  Intrastate 
dealers  would  be  required  to  apply  for 
registration  with  the  Commission  on 
Form  BD  and  to  file  the  statements  re- 
qtdred  by  rule  15bl-2. 

The  Commission  stated  in  Release  No. 
11585  that  banks  which  meet  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  “municipal  securities  dealer”  in 
section  3(a)  (30)  of  the  Act  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  be  registered  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  under  section  15B(a)  of  the  Act  un¬ 
less  the  Municipal  Securities  Rulemaklm; 
Board  (the  “Board") ,  in  accordance  with 
its  authority  imder  section  15B(b)(2) 
(H)  of  the  Act,  had  defined  by  rule  the 
term  “separately  identifiable  department 
or  division”  with  respeet  to  banks,  and 
Uie  prospective  bank  applicant  had  a  de¬ 
partment  or  division  meeting  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Board's  rule.**  On  Octo¬ 
ber  10. 1975  the  Board  filed  rule  proposals 
with  &e  Commission  relaUng  to.  among 
other  matters,  the  definition  of  a  “sep¬ 
arately  Idoitifiabte  department  or  divi¬ 
sion”  of  a  bank.  These  rules  have  become 
effective  and  sure  presently  rules  of  the 
Board  for  purposes  of  the  Act“  The  text 
of  the  Board’s  rule  defining  a  “separatdy 
identifiable  department  or  division”  ot  a 
baidc  and  a  general  definitional  rule  of 
the  Board  are  set  forth  elsewhere  in  this 
rdease. 

Banks  Subject  to  Registration  as  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Securities  Dealers.  Section  3(a> 
(30)  of  the  Act  defines  a  “municipal  se¬ 
curities  dealer”  as  follows: 

*  *  *  any  person  (Including  a  separately 
Identifiable  department  w  division  of  a 
bank)  engaged  In  the  business  of  buying  and 
selling  municipal  securities  for  bis  own  ac¬ 
count,  through  a  broker  or  otherwise,  but 
docs  not  include — 

•  •  •  •  • 
a  bank,  unless  the  bank  Is  engaged  in  the 
buBlnees  of  buying  and  selUng  municipal  ae- 

See  footnotes  at  end  at  document. 


curities  for  Its  own  account  other  than  In  a 
fiduciary  ci^iaclty,  through  a  broker  or  other¬ 
wise:  Provided,  however.  That  If  the  bank  Is 
engaged  in  such  business  through  a  sep¬ 
arately  Identifiable  department  or  division 
(as  d^ned  by  me  Municipal  Securities  Rule- 
making  Board  In  accordance  with  Section 
IflB(b) (2) (H)  at  this  title),  the  department 
or  (Uvlslon  and  not  the  bank  Itself  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  the  municlped  securities  dealer. 

Whether  a  bank*  is  “engaged  in  the 
business”  of  buying  and  selling  munici¬ 
pal  securities  for  its  own  account  as  a 
dealer  is  a  factual  question  to  be  re¬ 
solved  in  light  of  all  relevant  circum¬ 
stances.  However,  the  Commission  be¬ 
lieves  that  it  is  ai^roiHdate  to  set  forth 
certain  guidelines  to  assist  individual 
banks  in  determining  whether  to  apply 
for  registration  with  the  Commission. 

The  definition  of  a  “municipal  securi¬ 
ties  dealer”  in  section  3(a)  (30)  of  the 
Act,  as  it  applies  to  banks,  incorporates 
language  found  in  the  definition  of  a 
“dealer”  in  section  3(a)  (5)  of  the  Act 
uTid  thus  traditional  concepts  of  what 
constitute  dealer  activities.  A  bemk  which 
buys  and  sells  municipal  securities  solely 
for  investmait  for  its  own  account  or  for 
accounts  for  which  it  acts  as  a  fiduciary 
will  not  generally  be  classified  as  a  dealer, 
even  thoi^h  such  purchases  and  sales 
are  made  with  some  frequency.  Virtually 
every  bank  has  municipal  securities  in 
its  investment  portfolio,  and  purchases 
and  sales  may  occur  to  accomimodate 
changes  in  the  bank’s  financial  position 
or  to  reflect  investment  decisions.  The 
Commission  believes  that  it  was  not  the 
intent  of  C(mgress  that  every  bank  en¬ 
gaged  in  such  investment-tsiTe  activity 
r^fister  as  a.  dealer. 

In  the  view  of  the  (Commission,  activi¬ 
ties  which  may  subject  a  bank  to  the  reg¬ 
istration  requirements  of  the  Act  appli¬ 
cable  to  mimlcipal  securities  dealers,  if 
the  jurisdictional  means  are  used,*  are  as 
follows: 

(1)  underwriting,  which  Includes  par¬ 
ticipation  in. a  syndicate  or  Joint  ac¬ 
count  for  the  purchase  of  municipal  se¬ 
curities; 

(2)  maintaining  a  trading  account  in 
municipal  securities  or  otherwise  carry¬ 
ing  a  dealer  inventory  in  municipal  se¬ 
curities;  * 

(3)  advertising  or  listing  as  a  dealer 
in  professional  publications  such  as 
Standard  It  Poor’s  “Blue  List  of  Current 
Municipal  Offerings”,  the  Bond  Buyer’s 
‘T>irectory  of  Municipal  Bond  Dealers  of 
the  United  States”,  or  Polk’s  “World 
Bank  Directory”,  ox  advertising  in  pub- 
llcatUms  of  general  circulation  as  a 
dealer  in  municipal  securities;  or 

(4>  otherwise  holding  itself  oat  to 
other  dealers  or  to  investors  as  a  dealer 
in  municipal  securities. 

While  the  determination  of  when  a 
bank  is  a  munichMl  securities  dealer 
might  be  premised  on,  among  other  mat¬ 
ters,  the  number  of  transaetkms  en¬ 
gaged  in  by  the  bank  In  a  non-fiduciacy 
capacity  or  the  rate  of  turnover  of  the 
bank’s  inventory  of  municipal  secoriUes, 
the  Commission  does  not  now  have  sufB- 
cient  data  or  experience  with  bank 
municipal  secoriUes  dealers  to  ascertain 
whether  such  tests  are  appropriate.  In 
any  event,  it  would  appear  that  the  na¬ 


ture  of  a  bank’s  activities,  ratiier  than 
Lhe  volume  of  transactions  or  slmflar 
criteria,  are  of  greater  relevance  in 
determining  when  a  bank  is  a  municipal 
securities  dealer.  The  Commission  invites 
written  comments  from  interested  per¬ 
sons  on  whether  the  standards  set  forth 
above  are  appropriate  for  determining 
whether  a  bank  is  a  municipal  securities 
dealer  within  the  meaning  of  section 
3(a)  (30)  of  the  Act.  or  whether  other 
factors  should  be  considered  in  making 
such  determination.  Such  comments 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
George  A.  Fitzsimmons.  Secretiury  of  the 
Commission,  and  should  refer  to  Com¬ 
mission  File  No.  S7-5T7.  All  such  com- 
m«its  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

The  Commission  also  notes  that  a  bank 
which  engages  in  bona  fide  brokerage 
transactions  on  behalf  of  customers  win 
not.  solely  for  that  reason,  be  considered 
a  dealer  for  purposes  of  section  3(a)  (30) 
of  the  Act  Banks  are  excluded  from  the 
definition  of  “broker”  in  section  S(a>(4> 
of  the  Act,  and  thus  axe  not  subjcet  to 
the  provisions  of  tiM  Act  reqalring 
brokers  to  register,* 

Separatetg  Identi/labte  Department  or 
DlviHon  of  a  Bank.  Although  a  may 
meet  the  definition  of  a  “municipal 
securities  dealer”  for  purposes  of  sec¬ 
tion  3(a)  (30)  of  the  Act,  that  sectien 
provides  that  a  bank  win  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  a  municipal  securities 
dealer  if  the  bank  engages  in  such  busi¬ 
ness  through  a  “separately  identifiable 
department  or  division”  as  defined  by 
the  Board  in  accordance  with  tte 
Board’s  authority  under  section  15B(b> 
(2)  (H)  of  the  Act*  If  a  bank  has  saeh 
a  department  or  division,  the  depart¬ 
ment  or  division  wlB  be  deemed  to  be  tira 
municipal  securities  dealer  and  only  that 
department  or  division  need  register. 

The  following  definitional  rules  of  the 
Board  have  become  effective  pursuant  to 
section  19(b)  of  the  Act:  ** 

Buu  1.  Definitions. 

(a)  For  purpofiM  of  the  mles  at  the 
MUnldpsl  Securities  Rulemsklng  Bosrct.  tbe 
terms  used  In  such  rules  shall  have  the  re- 
apecttre  meanings  set  forth  In  the  Secarltlee 
Exchange  Act  ot  1934  (15  UAC.  Tea  et  asq.) 
and  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commlseloa  thereunder. 

(b)  The  term  "Act"  shall  mean  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  of  19S4.  as  from  time  to 
time  amended. 

(o)  The  term  "Board”  shall  mean  the  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Sscnrlttee  Rulemaking  Board. 

(d>  The  term  "CommtsslDn”  shall  mean 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 

Bulk  4.  Separately  Identifiable  Department 
or  Division  of  a  Bank. 

(a)  A  separately  tdentlflable  department 
or  dlvlalon  of  a  bank,  as  each  term  Is  vsed 
tn  aectlon  S(a)  (99)  of  the  Act,  Is  that  unit 
of  the  bank  which  conducts  aU  of  tbe  activi¬ 
ties  of  the  bank  relating  to  the  conduct  of 
business  as  a  municipal  securities  dealer 
(-municipal  securltlas  dealer  activities"),  aa 
such  actlvttlee  are  hereinafter  defined:  Pro¬ 
vided  That: 

(1)  Such  unit  to  under  the  direct. super- 
vtoton  ot  an  olllcer  or  oOcera  deatgnated  by 
the  board  of  dlreetocs  of  the  bsmk  as  re- 
qxMialble  for  the  day-to-day  oonduet  of  the 
bank’s  municipal  aecurltleo  dealer  actlvltlaa, 
inoiiifUTig  the  supervision  of  all  bank  em¬ 
ployees  engaged  In  the  performance  of  such 
activities;  and 
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(2)  There  are  separately  maintained  in  or 
separately  extractable  from  such  unit’s  own 
facilities  or  the  facilities  of  the  bank,  ah  of 
the  records  relating  to  the  bank’s  municipal 
secmrities  dealer  activities,  And  twther  pro~ 
vided  That  such  records  are  so  maintained 
or  otherwise  accessible  as  to  permit  inde¬ 
pendent  examination  thereof  and  enforce¬ 
ment  of  applicable  provlslonB  of  the  Act.  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereimder  and  the 
rules  of  the  Board. 

(b)  For  purposes  of  this  i^e,  the  activi¬ 
ties  of  the  bank  which  shall  constitute  mu¬ 
nicipal  securities  dealer  activities  are  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

(1)  underwriting,  trading  and  sales  of  mu- 
nicij^  securities; 

(2)  processing  and  clearance  activities 
with  respect  to  municipal  securities; 

(3)  research,  analysis  and  the  preparation 
of  literature  for  use  in  connection  with  the 
activities  described  In  paragraph  (1)  above; 
and 

(4)  maintenance  of  records  pertaining  to 
the  activities  described  in  paragraphs  (1) 
through  (3)  above. 

(c)  The  fact  that  directors  and  senior  of¬ 
ficers  of  the  bank  may  from  time  to  time 
set  broad  i>olicy  guidelines  affecting  the 
bank  as  a  whole  and  which  are  not  directly 
related  to  the  day-to-day  conduct  of  the 
bank’s  municipal  securities  dealer  activities, 
shall  not  disqualify  the  unit  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed  as  a  separately  identiflable  depart¬ 
ment  or  division  of  the  bank  or  require  that 
such  directors  or  officers  be  considered  as 
part  of  such  unit. 

(d)  ’The  fact  that  the  bank’s  municipal 
secmrlties  dealer  activities  are  conducted  In 
more  than  one  geographic,  organisational 
or  operational  unit  of  the  bank  shall  not 
preclude  a  finding  that  the  bank  has  a  sep- 
curately  Identifiable  department  or  division 
for  purposes  of  this  rule,  provided,  however. 
’That  an  such  units  are  Identifiable  and  that 
the  requirements  of  subparagraphs  (1)  and 
(2)  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  rule  are  met 
with  respect  to  each  such  unit.  All  such 
geognqihlc,  organizational  or  operational 
units  of  the  bank  shall  be  considered  In  the 
aggregate  as  the  separately  identifiable  de¬ 
partment  or  division  of  the  bank  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  rule. 

Adoption  of  Rule  lSBa2-l  and  Form 
MSD.  The  Commission  has  adopted  rule 
15Ba2-l  and  rdated  Form  MSD  with 
modifications  from  the  form  in  which 
they  were  proposed  in  Release  No.  11S85. 
These  Include  the  following: 

1.  Rule  15Ba2-l,  as  adopted,  makes 
Form  MSD  applicable  to  separately  iden¬ 
tifiable  depar^ents  or  divisions  of  banks 
as  well  as  to  banks. 

2.  The  requirement  in  proposed  rule 
15Ba2-l.  that  an  applicant  file  with  the 
Commission  a  statement  of  financial  con¬ 
dition  in  connection  with  its  application 
for  registration  has  been  omitted  in  rule 
15Ba2-l,  as  adopted. 

3.  New  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
rule  16Ba2-l  set  forth  requirements  for 
filing  amendments  to  the  application  and 
clarify  the  status  of  such  amendments 
for  purposes  of  sections  17  and  32(a)  of 
the  Act.*' 

4.  With  respect  to  Form  MSD,  item  5. 
and  the  requirement  for  filing  a  separate 
Schedule  relating  to  business  and  educa¬ 
tional  backgroimd,  have  been  revised  to 
make  clear  that  only  those  persons  di¬ 
rectly  engaged  in  the  management,  su- 
po’idsion  or  direction  of  the  applicant’s 
municipal  securities  dealer  activities  (de¬ 
fined  in  the  instructions  to  Form  MSD) 

See  footnotes  at  the  end  of  document. 

FEDEtAL 


need  to  be  listed  in  response  to  the  item 
and  to  have  a  detailed  statement  of  their 
educational  and  business  background 
submitted. 

5.  Item  6  in  Form  MSD  has  been  re¬ 
vised  to  make  clear  that  only  those  per¬ 
sons  directly  or  indirectly  controlling 
applicant’s  municipal  securities  dealer 
activities  and  not  named  in  answer  to 
it^  5  must  be  identified  in  response  to 
item  6.  A  detailed  statement  of  educa¬ 
tional  and  business  background  is  not 
required  to  be  submitted  for  such  persons. 

6.  Item  7  of  Form  MSD  has  been  re¬ 
vised  to  include  reference  to  the  findings 
of  appropriate  bank  regulatory  agencies 
in  certain  paragraphs.  Paragraph  (ix) 
in  proposed  Form  MSD  has  been  omitted. 
Item  7  applies  to  all  employees  of  the 
applicant  engaged  in  its  municipal  secu¬ 
rities  dealer  activities,  as  well  as  to  all 
persons  in  direct  or  indirect  control  of 
the  applicant. 

7.  Various  questions  have  been  added 
to  Form  MSD  relating  to  separately  iden¬ 
tifiable  departments  or  divisions  of  banks, 
to  enable  the  Commission  to  determine 
whether  an  applicant  which  is  a  depart¬ 
ment  or  division  meets  the  applicable 
criteria  for  registration  establidied  by 
the  Board  in  its  rule  4  definition. 

8.  ’Ihe  form  of  executloii  has  been 
changed  to  clarify  the  responsibility  of 
the  executing  officer  with  respect  to  the 
information  set  forth  in  Form  MSD. 

f .  The  Instructions  to  the  Form  have 
been  expanded  to  clarify  specific  items 
in  the  Form  and  to  'define  certain  addi¬ 
tional  terms  used  in  the  Form. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  rule  15Ba2-l  and  related  Form 
MSD  is  necessary  to  provide  an  mrderly 
procedure  for  the  prompt  reglstratimi 
of  municipal  securities  dealers  which  are 
banks  or  separately  identifiable  depart¬ 
ments  or  divisions  of  banks  and  that 
such  adoption  is  therefore  necessary 
and  appropriate  in  the  public  Interest 
and  for  the  protection  of  investms,  and 
that  it  is  consistent  with  the  purposes  of 
the  Act.  The  Commission  also  finds  that 
rule  15Ba2-l  and  related  Form  MSD 
will  not  Impose  any  biu^ien  on  cmnpe- 
Uticm.  ’The  Commission  further  finds,  in 
accordance  with  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553(b)  (3)  (B) ) ,  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  with  respect 
to  the  changes  in  the  rule  and  Form  aire 
impracticable  and  c<mtrary  to  the  pubUc 
interest  as  a  prerequisite  to  the  adoption 
of  the  rule  and  Form,  and  that  such  rule 
and  Form  should  be  adopted,  effective 
immediately,  in  accordance  with  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  (5  nB.C.  553 
(d)  (3) ) ,  in  mder  to  provide  an  orderly 
and  timely  procedure  for  the  registration 
of  municipcd  securities  dealers  subject 
to  the  rule. 

Subsidiaries  of  Banks  and  of  Bank 
Hoiding  Companies.  The  Commlssloa 
notes  that  municipal  securities  dealers 
which  are  subsidiaries  of  banks  or  of 
bank  holding  cmnpanies  meet  the  defini- 
tioii  of  a  “dealer”  set  forth  in  sectkxi  3 
(a)(5)  of  the  Act.  As  such  these  sub¬ 
sidiaries  will  be  required  to  be  registered 
umter  section  15  of  the  Act,  rather  than 
section  15B(a) .  According,  without 
further  action  by  the  Commissicm,  such 
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subsidiaries  are  subject  to  registration 
<«  Form  BD,  rather  than  Form  MSD. 

The  Commission  also  wishes  to  point 
out  that  municipal  securities  dealers 
which  r^^ister  under  section  15  of  the 
Act  autcmatically  become  members  of 
and  subject  to  assessments  by  the  Se¬ 
curities  Investor  Protection  Corporation 
(“SIPC”) .  The  Commission  invites  cmn- 
ments  from  interested  pers<ms  on  (1) 
whether  such  subsidiaries  should  be  mc- 
empted  from  the  registraticm  require¬ 
ments  of  section  15  of  the  Act  and  in¬ 
stead  required  to  be  registered  under 
section  15B  of  the  Act,  (2)  whether  SIPC 
coverage  is  appropriate  for  the  cus¬ 
tomers  of  such  subsidiaries  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  as  a  matter  of  corporate  or¬ 
ganization  such  subsidiaries  are  not  a 
part  of  their  parent  bank,  and  (3)  the 
extent  to  which  such  subsidiaries  are 
presently  subject  to  the  requirements  of 
banking  law  applicable  to  bcmks  and  the 
extent  to  which  the  activities  of  such 
subsidiaries  are  scrutinized  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  bank  regulatory  authorities  to  en¬ 
sure  compliance  with  such  requirements. 
Comments  on  these  matters  should  be 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  set  forth  infra. 

Adoption  of  Rule  lSBa2-2.  The  Com- 
misslmi  has  also  adopted  rule  15Ba2-2, 
relating  to  the  registration  of  intrastate 
dealers,  with  certain  modifications  from 
the  form  in  which  it  was  proposed  in  Re¬ 
lease  No.  11585.  Tlie  rule,  as  adopted,  re¬ 
quires  applicants  to  file  a  statem^t  with 
the  Commission  to  the  effect  that  they 
are  applying  for  registration  as  intra¬ 
state  dealers  in  accordance  with  the  rule. 
New  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  of  the  rule 
set  forth  requirements  for  filing  amaid- 
xnents  and  clarifying  the  status  of 
amendments  for  purposes  of  sections  17 
and  32(a)  of  the  Act. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  rule  15Ba2-2  is  necessary  to  pro¬ 
vide  an  orderly  procedure  for  the  prmnpt 
registration  of  intrastate  dealers  and 
that  such  adoption  is  therefore  neces¬ 
sary  and  aivropriate  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  tor  the  protection  ot  Investors, 
and  that  it  is  consistent  with  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Act.  The  Commission  also 
finds  that  rule  15Ba2-2  will  not  impose 
any  burden  on  competition.  The  Com- 
mis8i(m  further  finds,  in  accordance  with 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
UB.C.  553(b)  (^(B)),  that  notice  and 
public  procedure,  with  respect  to  the 
changes  in  the  rule  are  impracticable, 
imnecessary  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  and  that  such  rule  should  be 
adopted,  effective  immediately,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  (5  n.S.C.  S53(d)  (3) ) ,  in  order  to 
provide  an  orderly  and  timely  procedure 
for  the  registration  of  mimlcipal  secu¬ 
rities  dealers  subject  to  the  rule. 

Adoption  of  Temporary  Rules  ISOr-l 
(T)  and  lSBa2-3iT) .  Under  the  iwovi- 
sions  of  sections  15(b)  (1)  and  15B(a)  (2) 
of  the  Act,  the  CommlssimiL  must  take 
actt(m  within  45  days  of  the  date  of  fil¬ 
ing  of  an  application  for  registration, 
either  to  grant  registration'or  to  institute 
proceedings  to  determine  wheth^  regis¬ 
tration  should  be  denied.  As  ln(licated 
above,  the  provisions  of  the  Act  which 
have  the  effect  of  requiring  munid^ 
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securitleB  brokers  and  deala^  to  be  reg- 
Ist^ed  with  the  Commission  becmne 
effectire  on  December  1,  1975“  In  Re¬ 
lease  No.  11585,  the  Commlssicm  urged 
municipal  securities  brok«*s  and  dealers 
(other  than  banks  and  intrastate  deal¬ 
ers)  to  file  their  applications  for  registra¬ 
tion  on  Form  BD  with  the  Commission 
not  later  than  October  17,  1975.  The 
Commission  indicated  that  filing  by  such 
date  would  assure  that  the  Commission 
would  be  able  to  act  upon  such  aiH>lica- 
tions  by  December  1, 1975. 

Under  sections  15(a)  (2)  and  15B 
(a)  (4)  of  the  Act  the  Conunission  has 
broad  autoority  to  exempt  brokers,  deal¬ 
ers  and  municipal  securities  dealers  from 
the  registration  requlronents  of  the  Act 
if  the  Commission  ftods  that  such  exemp¬ 
tion  is  consistent  with  the  public  interest 
and  the  isrotectlon  of  investors,  and  with 
respect  to  the  registration  of  municipal 
securities  dealers  imder  section  15B(a) 
of  the  Act,  consistent  with  the  purposes 
of  such  section.  The  Commission  finds 
that  it  would  not  be  practicable  for  mu¬ 
nicipal  securities  dealers  subject  to  sec¬ 
tion  15B(a)  of  the  Act  to  be  required 
to  be  registered  with  the  CommissUm 
effective  December  1,  1975  since  such 
dealers  will  not  have  sufficient  time  to 
obtain  the  ai^ropriate  forms  for  regls- 
tratl(m,  complete  and  file  them  with  the 
Commission  and  still  be  assured  of  Com¬ 
mission  action  on  their  applications  prior 
to  December  1, 1975,  nor  would  the  Com¬ 
mission' have  sufficient  time  to  give  such 
applications  a  careful  and  complete  re¬ 
view  consistent  with  the  public.  Interest 
and  the  protection  of  investors. 

The  Cmnmission  finds  that  it  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  interest,  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors  and  the  pmposes  of 
section  15B(a)  to  grant,  by  rule,  a  tem¬ 
porary  exemption  from  the  registration 
requirements  of  section  15B(a)  of  the 
Act  to  municipal  securities  dealers  who 
file  their  applications  for  registration 
with  the  Commission  not  later  than  No¬ 
vember  30,  1975  and  who  are  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  all  oth«'  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Act,  the  rules  and  regidations  of 
the  Commission  thereunder  and  the  rules 
of  the  Board  which  by  their  terms  would 
aN>ly  to  such  dealers  if  they  were  regis¬ 
tered  with  the  Commission  on  Decem¬ 
ber  1, 1975. 

The  Commission  has  therefore 
adopted,  effective  immediately,  tonpo- 
rary  rule  15Ba2-3(T),  granting  a  tan- 
porary  exonption  from  the  requirements 
of  section  15B(a)  of  the  Act  to  municipal 
securities  dealers  which  meet  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  such  rule.  The  tonporary  exemp¬ 
tion  would  terminate  as  to  an  individual 
dealer  on  the  earlier  of  the  granting  or 
denial  of  the  dealer’s  registration  under 
section  15B(a)  or  the  dealer’s  failure  to 
comply  with  the  conditions  of  the  rule. 
The  temporary  rule  would  expire  on 
Jtme  1, 1976. 

With  respect  to  municipal  securities 
dealers  subject  to  section  15(a)(1)  of 
the  Act,  Le.,  non-bank  municipal  secu¬ 
rities  dealers  other  than  intrastate  deal¬ 
ers,  the  Commission  stated  in  Release 
No.  11585  that  Form  BD  was  the  appro¬ 
priate  form  for  registration  of  such  deal- 
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ers,  as  wdl  as  municipal  securities  brok^ 
era.  While  such  brokers  and  dealers 
therefore  have  be^  notified  of  the  apjdl- 
cable  requlremoits  for  registration  ccm- 
slderably  in  advance  of  the  date  this 
rdease,  it  has  come  to  the  attention  of 
the  Commission  that  there  may  still  be 
uncertainty  on  the  part  of  many  such 
br<dcem  and  dealers  as  to  the  applicabUlty 
of  the  registration  requirements  to  than. 
’The  Commission  wishes  to  stress  that  all 
such  brokers  and  dealers  are  required  to 
be  registered  with  the  Commission,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15(a)(1)  of  the  Act, 
Irrespective  of  membership  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Association  of  Securities  Dealers, 
Inc.  The  Commission  also  recognizes  that 
since  Form  BD  has  only  recently  been 
revised,”  municipal  securities  brokers 
and  dealers  may  not  have  had  sufficient 
time  to  obtain  the  revised  form  and  file 
it  with  the  Commission  in  order  to  be 
assured  that  action  could  be  taken  on 
their  applications  for  registration  by 
December  1, 1975. 

The  Commission  has,  therefore,  deter¬ 
mined  that  it  is  appropriate  and  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  Interest  and  the 
protection  of  investors  to  grant,  by  rule, 
a  temporary  exemption  from  the  regis¬ 
tration  requirements  of  section  15(a)  (1) 
of  the  Act  to  municipal  securities  brok¬ 
ers  and  dealers  otherwise  subject  to  such 
requh*ements  on  terms  and  conditions 
similar  to  those  set  forth  in  temporary 
rule  15Ba2-3(T)  for  mimicipal  securi¬ 
ties  dealers  subject  to  tiie  requirements 
of  section  15B(a)  of  the  Act.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  Commission  has  adopted  tem¬ 
porary  rule  15a-l(T),  effective  immedi¬ 
ately.  The  rule  will  expire  on  June  1, 
1976. 

The  C(Hnmisslon  finds,  in  accordance 
with  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
(5  n.S.C.  553(b)(3)(B)),  that  tempo¬ 
rary  rules  15a-l(T)  and  15Ba2-3(T)  re¬ 
lieve  municipal  securities  brokers  and 
dealers  fttmi  reqidrements  that  would 
otherwise  be  applicable  to  than,  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  are  there^ 
fore  lumecessary  as  a  prerequisite  to 
the  adoption  of  such  rules,  and  that  the 
rules  should  be  adopted,  effective  im¬ 
mediately,  in  accordance  with  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  (5  UJS.C.  553 
(d)(3)),  in  order  to  permit  municipal 
securities  brokers  and  dealers  to  file  their 
applications  with  the  Commission  in  an 
orderly  and  timely  manner  and  to  afford 
the  Commission  adequate  time  to  review 
such  applications  carefully  and  com- 
petely,  consistent  with  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  the  protection  of  lnvest(us.  The 
Commission  further  finds  that  tempo¬ 
rary  rules  15a-l(T)  and  15Ba2-3(T) 
will  not  impose  any  burden  on  conpeti- 
tion  not  necessary  or  appropriate  in 
furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  the  Act. 

’The  Commission  emiffiatizes  that  mu¬ 
nicipal  securities  oncers  and  dealers 
should  attempt  to  file  their  applicaticms 
for  registration  at  as  early  a  date  as  pos- 
siUe  in  order  to  permit  aU  implications 
to  be  processied  in  an  orderl^  manner. 
.  Such  applications  must  be  filed  in  any 
event  with  the  Commission  prior  to  De¬ 
cember  1. 1975. 

Delegation  of  authoritg.  The  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission  relating  to  gen- 
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eral  organization  are  concurrently  be¬ 
ing  amended  to  delegate  authmiW  to 
the  Directors  of  the  Office  of  Rotorts 
and  Information  Services  and  the  Di¬ 
vision  of  Market  Regulation  to  issue  or¬ 
ders  granting  registration  of  municipal 
securities  dealers  under  section  ira(a) 
of  the  Act.  The  Commission  staff  has 
similar  authority  with  respect  to  the 
registraticm  of  brokers  and  dealers  un¬ 
der  section  15  of  the  Act  (Including  mu¬ 
nicipal  securities  brokers  and  dealers)  .** 
The  Commission  finds,  in  accordance 
with  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  553(b)  (3)  (B) ),  that  the  fore¬ 
going  action  relates  solely  to  agency  or¬ 
ganization,  procediu*e  or  practice  and 
that  notice  and  public  procedure  are 
therefore  not  necessary.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  further  finds  that  such  amendment 
should  be  adopted,  effective  immediately, 
in  accordance  with  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  n.S.C.  55S(d)(3)),  in 
order  to  permit  municipal  securities 
dealers  to  be  registered  under  section 
>  15B(a)  of  the  Act  in  a  prompt  and  or¬ 
derly  manner. 

(Secs.  2,  3,  15,  17,  23,  48  SUt.  881,  882,  895, 
897,  901,  as  amenUed  by  secs.  2,  8,  11,  14,  18. 
89  Stat.  97,  97-104,  121-127,  187-141,  155-158; 
sec.  13,  89  Stat.  131-137  (16  UJ3.C.  78b,  78c. 
78o,  78q,  and  78w,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  No. 
94-29;  16  U.S.C.  780-4,  as  added  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  24-29)) 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

October  15,  1975. 

POOTKORS 

>  17  CFR  240.15Baa-l. 

» 17  CFR  249.950. 

*  17  CFR  240.15Ba2-2. 

*17  CFR  240.15ar-l(T). 

*  17  CFR  240.16Ba2-8(T) . 

■  15  UB.C.  78a  et  seq.,  as  amended  by  Pub. 
L.  94-29  (June  4, 1975). 

T 16  U.S.C.  78b.  78c.  78o,  78q  aitd  78w. 

*  16  UB.C.  78d-l,  78d-2. 

*Such  persons  are  "brokers”  or  "dealers’* 
within  the  meaning  of  seotloxui  S(a)  (4)  and 
3(a)  (6)  of  the  Act.  Intrastate  dealers  are  not. 
however,  subject  to  the  registration  require¬ 
ments  of  section  16  of  the  Aet  since  seetloa 
15(a)(1)  contains  an  exception  for  brokers 
and  dealers  whoee  business  Is  exclusively  In¬ 
trastate.  In  section  15B(a)  (1) ,  however,  there 
Is  no  such  excl\islon  and  the  jurisdictional 
basis  aiq)ears  to  be  suflleleatly  broad  to  be 
applicable  to  aU  such  dealers.  Thus,  any 
municipal  securities  dealer  which  makes  use 
of  the  malls  or  any  means  or  Instrumentality 
of  Interstate  cmmnerce  to  effect  transactions 
In  municipal  securities  (other  than  dealers 
registered  under  section  15)  must  register 
tmdw  sectkm  15B(a).  In  section  3(a)  (17)  of 
the  Act,  as  amended  by  the  1976  Amend¬ 
ments,  the  definition  of  "Interstate  com¬ 
merce”  Inaudes  the  "Intrastate  use  of  *  *  * 
a  telephone  or  other  Intrastate  means  of  com¬ 
munication  •  *  •.” 

>0  Section  31(a)  ot  the  1975  Amendments. 

»  40  FR  37228  (1975). 

The  comment  period  expired  on  Septem¬ 
ber  12,  1975.  Comments  are  contained  In 
Commission  File  No.  S7-577,  which  is  avail¬ 
able  for  public  iBspectlcn. 

"The  Board  was  ccmstituted  on  Septem¬ 
ber  5,  1975.  See  Securities  Kxohange  Act  Re¬ 
lease  No.  11835  (Sept.  5, 1976) . 

>*The  Board's  rule  proposals  also  concerned 
matters  relating  to  the  operation  and  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Board.  Notice  at  all  rule  pro¬ 
posals  filed  by  the  Board  Is  expected  to  be 
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published  In  the  Fedeeal  Rnisxai  during  the 
week  of  October  20.  1976.  See  Becuritlee  Ex¬ 
change  Act  Release  No.  11741  (October  16, 
1976) . 

IB  A  "bank”  Is  defined  In  section  3(a)(6) 
ot  the  Act  as  follows: 

•  •  *  (A)  a  banking  Institution  <^anlEed 
under  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  (B)  a 
member  bank  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
(C)  any  other  banking  Institution,  whether 
lncoip<Hvited  or  not,  doing  business  under  the 
laws  of  any  State  or  of  the  United  States,  a 
substantial  portion  of  the  business  of  which 
consists  of  receiving  deposits  or  exercising 
a  fiduciary  power  similar  to  those  permitted 
to  national  banks  imder  section  11  (k)  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  Act.  as  amended,  and  which 
Is  supervised  and  examined  by  State  or  Fed¬ 
eral  authority  having  supervision  over  banks, 
and  which  is  not  operated  for  the  purpose  of 
evading  the  provisions  of  this  title,  and  (D) 
a  receiver,  conservator,  or  other  liquidating 
agent  of  any  Institution  or  firm  Included 
in  clauses  (A),  (B),  or  (C)  of  this  paragraph. 
See  note  9  supra. 

The  bank  regulatm^  agencies  have  gen¬ 
erally  defined  “trading  account  securities"  as 
a  portfolio  of  securities  separate  from  the 
bank’s  Investment  account  which  are  held 
for  resale  to  other  banks  and  the  public 
generally. 

Section  3(a)  (4)  provides: 

The  term  “broker"  means  any  person  en> 
gaged  In  the  business  of  effecUng  transac¬ 
tions  In  securities  for  the  account  of  othws, 
but  does  not  Include  a  bank. 

”  Section  16B(b)  (2)  (H)  of  the  Act  requires 
the  Board  to: 

*  *  *  define  the  term  ’separately  Identifi¬ 
able  department  or  division’,  as  that  t«m  Is 
used  In  section  3(a)  (30)  of  this  title,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  q}e^^  and  iq>proprlate 
standards  to  assure  that  a  bank  Is  not 
deemed  to  be  engaged  In  the  business  buy¬ 
ing  and  skiing  municipal  securities  through 
a  sepfu^tely  Identifiable  department  or  divi¬ 
sion  unless  such  department  or  division  Is 
organized  and  administered  so  as  to  permit 
Independent  examination  and  enforcement  of 
applicable  provisions  of  this  title,  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereimder  and  the 
rules  of  the  Board.  A  separately  Identifiable 
department  or  division  of  a  bank  may  be  en- 
ga^  In  activities  other  than  those  relating 
to  municipal  securities. 

"  16  UB.C.  78s.  In  addition  to  the  Board 
rules  set  forth  In  this  release,  niles  2 
and  3  of  the  Board,  which  establish  certain 
procedures  for  the  administration  ot  the 
Board,  such  as  those  relating  to  notice  of 
meetings,  quorum  and  voting  requirements 
and  the  submission  of  rule  pr(^>o8als  to  the 
Commission,  have  become  effective.  See 
Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  11741 
(October  16. 1976) . 

^  16  UB.C.  78q  and  78ff  (a) . 

"  See  note  10,  supra. 

”  Revised  Form  BD  became  effective  on 
October  1,  1976.  See  Secixrlties  Exchange  Act 
Release  No.  11630  (June  10,  1976),  40  FB 
30636  (1976). 

**  See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
11487  (June  20, 1976) .  40  FR  27441  (1976) . 


PART  200— ORGANIZATION,  CONDUCT 
AND  ETHICS;  AND  INFORMATION  AND 
REQUESTS 

Section  200.30-3  (a)  Is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  paragraidi  (14)  Uiereto, 
and  17  CFR  200.30-ll(a)  Is  amended 
by  adding  a  new  pedragraiih  (2)  thereto, 
each  to  read  as  follows: 
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§  200.30—3  Ddegation  of  authority  to 
Director  of  Division  of  Market  Reg¬ 
ulation. 

•  •  • 

(a)  •  *  • 

(14)  Pursuant  to  section  15B(a)  of 
the  Act  [15  n.S.C.  78o-4(a)  1,  to  author¬ 
ize  the  issuance  of  orders  granting  regis¬ 
tration  of  municipal  securities  dealers 
within  forty-five  days  Of  the  filing  of  an 
application  for  registration  as  a  munici- 
securities  dealer  (or  within  such  long¬ 
er  period  as  to  which  the  applicant  con¬ 
sents)  . 

•  •  •  *  • 

§  200.30-11  Delegation  of  authority  to 
Direetw,  Office  of  Registration  and 
Reports. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(a)  *  •  • 

(2)  Pursuant  to  section  15B(a)  of  the 
Act  [15  U.S.C.  78o-4(a)],  to  authorize 
the  issuance  of  orders  granting  registra¬ 
tion  of  municipal  securities  dealers  with¬ 
in  forty-five  days  of  the  filing  of  an  ap- 
pUcati(m  for  registration  as  a  municipal 
securities  dealer  (mr  within  such  longer 
period  as  to  which  the  applicant  con¬ 
sents)  . 

G  G  •  «  « 


PART  240— GENERAL  RULES  AND  REG¬ 
ULATIONS.  SECURITIES  EXCHANGE 
ACT  OF  1934 

The  text  of  temporary  rule  15a-l(T). 
rules  15Ba2-l  and  15Ba2-2  and  t^po- 
rary  rule  15Ba  -3(T),  as  hereby  adopted 
is  as  follows: 

§  240.15a— 1(T)  Temporary  exemption 
of  municipal  securities  brokers  and 
municipal  securities  dealers  from  the 
requirements  of  section  15(a)(1)  of 
the  act. 

A  municipal  securities  broker  or  mu¬ 
nicipal  securities  dealer  otherwise  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  requirements  of  section  15(a) 
(1)  of  the  Act  by  reason  of  being  a  mu¬ 
nicipal  securities  broker  or  muhlcipal 
securities  dealer,  shall  be  exempt  from 
the  requirements'  of  such  section,  pro¬ 
vided  such  broker  or  dealer  shall  be  in 
compliance  with  each  of  the  following 
terms  and  conditions: 

(a)  Such  broker  or  dealer  shall  have 
filed  with  the  Commission  not  later  than 
November  30,  1975  an  application  for 
registration  pursuant  to  rule  15bl-l 
(S  240.15bl-l)  and  all  other  statements 
and  reports  required  to  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  connection  with  such  ap¬ 
plication  pursuant  to  rule  15bl-2  (S  240.- 
15bl-2)  orotheiwi^; 

(b)  Such  broker  or  dealer  shall  at  all 
times  be  in  cmnpUance  with  all  other 
aiH>Ucable  provisions  of  the  Act.  the  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Commission 
thereunder  and  the  rules  of  the  Munici¬ 
pal  Securities  Rulonaking  Board,  in¬ 
cluding  all  such  i»ovlslons,  rules  and 
regulations  which  by  th^  terms  would 
aivly  to  such  dealer  if  such  dealer  were 
registered  with  the  C(»nmlsslon  (m 
Deconber  1, 1975;  and 


(c)  Such  exemption  shall  terminate 
on  the  eariler  of  (1)  the  date  of  an  or¬ 
der  of  the  Commission  granting  such 
broker's^  or  dealer’s  registration  under 
sectiim  15(b)  (1)  of  the  Act,  or  (2)  the 
date  of  an  order  of  the  Commission  de¬ 
nying  such  broker’s  or  dealer’s  registra¬ 
tion  under  such  section  15(b)  (1)  of  the 
Act,  or  (3)  of  the  date  of  such  broker’s 
or  dealer’s  failure  to  comply  with  the 
conditions  of  this  rule. 

TTiis  temporary  rule  shall  expire  on 
June  1, 1976. 

§  240.15Ba2— 1  Application  for  registra- 
titm  of  municipal  securities  dealers 
which  are  banks  or  separately  identi- 
fiaUe  departments  or  divisions  of 
banks. 

(a)  An  application  for  registration, 
pursuant  to  Section  15B(a)  of  the  Act, 
of  a  municipal  securities  d^er  which  is 
a  bank  (as  defined  in  section  3(a)  (6)  of 
the  Act)  m:  a  separately  identifiable  de- 
partmmt  or  division  of  a  bank  (as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Municipal  Securities  Rule- 
making  Board),  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  Form  MSD  (S  249.950  of 
this  cluqpter).  in  accordance  with  the 
instructions  contained  therein. 

(b)  If  the  information  contained  in 
any  appUcaUon  for  registration  pursuant 
to  paiagraph  (a)  of  this  secticm,  or  in  any 
amradment  to  such  application,  is  or 
becfxnes  inaccurate  for  any  reason,  ap^ 
pUcant  shall  promptly  file  an  amend¬ 
ment  on  Form  MSD  (8  249.960  of  this  > 
chapter)  correcting  such  information-. 

(c)  Every  amendment  filed  pursuant 
to  this  rule  shall  constitute  a  ’’report” 
within  the  meaning  of  sections  17  and 
32(a)  of  the  Act  (15  U.S.C.  78q  and  78fl 
(a)). 

§  240.1 5Ba2— 2  Applicatkm  for  registra¬ 
tion  of  non-baiik  municipal  securities 
dealers  whose  business  is  exclusively 
intrastate. 

(a)  An  application  for  registration, 
pursuant  to  section  15B(a)  of  the  Act,  of 
a  municipal  securities  doJer  not  subject 
to  the  requirements  of  rule  19Ba2-l 
(8  240.15Ba2-l) ,  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  Form  BD  (8  249.501  of 
this  chapter)  in  accordance  with  the  in¬ 
structions  contained  therein. 

(b)  Each  appUcant  for  registration 
who  is  subject  to  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  file 
with  the  application  for  registration  pre¬ 
scribed  in  such  paragraph  the  state- 
mrats  described  in  peuragraphs  (a) 
through  (d)  of  nfie  15b 1-2  (8  240.15b  1- 
2) .  The  statement  of  financial  condition 
described  in  such  paragraph  (a)  shall 
be  deoned  a  part  of  the  application  for 
r^lstration.  Each  implicant  shall  also 
file  with  its  application  for  registration 
a  statement  to  the  effect  that  such  ap¬ 
plicant  is  filing  for  registration  as  an 
intrastate  dealer  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements 'of  this  rule.  Such  state¬ 
ment  shall  be  deemed  a  put  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  for  registration. 

(b)  If  the  information  contained  In 
any  aiqilication  for  registration  pvdsuant 
to  paragruih  (a)  of  this  section,  or  In  any 
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amendment  to  such  application,  is  at 
becomes  Inaccurate  for  any  reason,  appli¬ 
cant  shall  promptly  file  an  amendment 
on  Form  BD  (9  249.501  of  this  ch84>ter) 
correcting  such  informatimi. 

(d)  Every  amendment  filed  pursuant 
to  this  rule  shall  constitute  a  "report” 
within  the  meaning  of  sections  17  and 
32(a)  of  the  Act. 

S  240.1SBa2— 3(T)  Tempm'i^  exemp¬ 
tion  of  municipal  securities  dealers 
from  the  requirements  of  section 
ISB(a)  the  act. 

A  municipal  securities  dealer  other¬ 
wise  subject  to  the  requironents  of  sec¬ 
tion  15B(a)  of  the  Act  shall  be  exempt 
from  the  requirements  of  such  section, 
provided  such  dealer  shall  be  In  compli¬ 
ance  with  each  of  the  following  terms 
and  conditions: 

(a)  such  mimlcipal  securities  dealer 
shall  have  filed  with  the  Commission  not 
later  than  November  30.  1975  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  registration  pursuant  to  rule 
15Ba2-l  (I  240.1SBa2-l)  or  rule  15Ba2-2 
(9  240.15Ba2-2) .  as  appropriate,  and  all 
other  statements  and  reports  required 
to  be  filed  with  the  Commission  In  con- 
necticm  with  such  application; 

(b)  such  municipal  securities  dealer 
ehall  at  all  times  be  In  compliance  with 
all'Otha:  applicable  provisions  of  the  Act, 
the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  ttiereunder  and  the  rules  at  the 
Idunlclpal  Securities  Rulemaking  Board, 
including  all  such  provisions,  rules  and 
regulathms  which  by  their  terms  would 
iq>ply  to  such  municipal  securities  dealer 
If  such  dealer  were  registered  with  the 
Commission  on  December  1,  1975;  and 

(c)  such  exemption  shall  terminate  on 
the  earlier  of  (1)  the  date  of  an  order 
of  the  Commission  granting  su(hi  mu¬ 
nicipal  securities  dealer’s  registration 
under  sectlcm  15B(a)  of  the  Act.  of  (2) 


tlon  15B(a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (the  "Act"),  or  to  amend  such 
I4)plicatl(«. 

I  Nots.  OofrtM  of  Form  USD  hav*  been  filed 
with  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  as  part 
of  this  document. 

(b)  C(H>les  of  Forms  BD  and  MSD 
may  be  obtained  from  the  Office  of  Re¬ 
ports  and  Information  Services,  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  500 
North  Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Only  printed  copies  of  Form  MSD 
should  be  used  to  apply  for  registration 
with  the  Commission. 

(FB  Doc.75-38883  Filed  10-31-75:3:08  iHUl 

Title  23— Highways 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

SUBCHAPTER  H— RIGHT-OF-WAY  AND 
ENVIRONMENT 

PART  750— HIGHWAY  BEAUTIFICATION 
Outdoor  Advertising  Control 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-24523  appearing  at  page 
42842  as  the  Part  m  of  the  Issue  d 
Tuesds^.  September  16.  1975,  In  the 
third  colunm  on  page  42845,  In  the  sec¬ 
ond  line  of  9  750.705(c).  "9  1750.704(a) 
(1)  **  should  read  "9  750.704(a)  (1)". 

Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Developinent 

CHAPTER  II— OFFICE  OF  ASSISTANT  SEC¬ 
RETARY  FOR  HOUSING  PRODUCTION 
AND  MORTGAGE  CREDIT-FEDERAL 
HOUSING  COMMISSIONER  [FEDERAL 
HOUSING  ADMINISTRATION].  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  AF¬ 
FAIRS 

,  {Docket  No.  B-75-S67] 

DEBENTURE  INTEREST  RATES 


EfleedTe  rate  (peraent)  Oa  m  afiar—  Prior  t»— 


m _ Jan.  l.mi  July  \,im 

6J< _ JiUy  1, 1971  Ian.  1. 1973 

■K. _ Jan.  1,1973  July  1,1973 

6H. _ July  1,1373  Xan.  1,1971 

6M _ Jan.  1,1973  July  1.1973 

• . July  1, 1973  Jan.  1, 1974 

. Jaa.  1, 1974  July  1, 1974 

. July  1,1974  July  1,1»7» 

7 . July  1,1975 


(Sec.  311,  53  SUt.  33:  (13  UJ9.0.  17155). 
Interprets  or  iqiplles  sec.  303,  53  Stat.  10.  as 
amended:  (13  UJ3.C.  1700) ) 

2.  Section  203.479  Is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  203.479  Debenture  interest  rate. 

Drtimitures  shall  bear  Interest  from 
the  date  of  Issue,  payable  semiannually 
on  the  first  day  of  January  and  the  first 
day  of  July  oi  each  year  at  the  rate  tm 
effect  as  of  the  date  the  commltmoit  was 
Issued,  or  as  of  the  date  the  loan  was 
endorsed  for  Insurance,  whichever  rate 
Is  the  hlidier.  The  following  Interest  rates 
are  effective  for  the  dates  listed: 

BfleotlT*  fsto  (pcneat)  Os  or  sltor—  Prior  is— 


- Jos.  UWl  July  tim 

. . July  L  tWl  Jsn.  1. 1173 

fn . Jon.  Lltn  July  1.1973 

m - July  1,1973  Jsn.  1.1973 

- Job.  Utm  July  1.1973 

- July  UWn  Jon.  1.1974 

- Jon.  tl9M  July  1.1974 

6H - July  1. 1994  July  1, 1975 

7 - July  1.1973 


(8oe.  311.  83  Stat.  38;  (13  UB.O.  nUb).  In. 
tarprsta  or  sppUss  sec.  308,  83  Btok  10.  as 
amended:  (13  VSJO.  1700) ) 


PAOT  207— MULTIFAMILY  HOU8INQ 
MORTGAGE  INSURANCE 

In  9  207.259  paragraph  (e)(6)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 


the  date  of  an  order  of  the  Commission 
denying  such  municipal  securities  deal¬ 
er’s  registration  undo:  such  section  15B 
(a)  of  die  Act,  or  (3)  the  date  of  such 
municipal  securities  dealer’s  failure  to 
comply  wtdi  (he  conditions  of  this  rule. 

This  temporary  rule  shall  expire  on 
June  1, 1976. 


PART  249— FORMS,  SECURITIES 
EXCHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 

Part  249— Forms,  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  Is  hereby  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  SvdnMurt  K  and  9  249.950  to  that  sub¬ 
part  as  follows: 

Subpart  K — Forms  for  rsglttration  of 
immldpai  securtfiee  dealers 

S  S49.959  Form  M^,  AppUeatioa  for 
vegkSmliou  as  a  municipal  seenrWes 
dealer  Bumiaiit  to  nde  ISBal-l 
under  me  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  19S4  or  aaModment  to  such  im- 
plicatiaw. 

(a)  This  Form  Is  to  be  used  by  a  bank 
at  a  separatdy  identfflable  (tepartment 


Insurance  Rates 

The  fidlowing  amendments  have  been 
made  to  this  chapter  to  change  the  de¬ 
benture  Interest  rate.  The  Secretary  has 
determined  that  advance  publication  and 
notice  and  public  procedure  are  unnec¬ 
essary  since  the  d^ienture  Interest  rate 
Is  set  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Tteasury 
in  accordance  with  a.  procedure  estab¬ 
lished  by  statute  and  that  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  July  1,  1975. 

Accordingly.  Chapter  n  Is  ammided 
as  fofiows: 

PART  203— MUTUAL  MORTGAGE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  AND  INSURED  HOME  IMPROVE¬ 
MENT  LOANS 

1.  Section  203.405  is  revised  to  read  as 
fidlows: 

§  203.405  Debenture  intm«8t  mte. 

DdMoituies  shall  bear  Interest  from 
the  date  of  Issue,  pay3d)le  semi-annually 
(m  the  first  day  ^  January  and  the  first 
day  of  July  of  each  year  at  the  rate  In 
effect  as  of  the  date  ttie  (xxhmltment 


§  207.259  Iiwunuiee  benefits. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Issuance  of  debentures.  •  •  • 

(6)  Bear  Interest  from  the  date  .of 
Issue,  payable  semiannually  on  the  tint 
day  of  January  and  first  day  of  J^  of 
each  year  at  the  rate  tai  affect  as  of  the 
date  the  commitment  was  issued,  or  gs 
of  the  date  of  initial  insurance  endorse¬ 
ment  of  the  mortgage,  whichever  rate  Is 
the  higher.  The  following  Interest  rates 
are  effective  for  the  dates  listed: 

Efltetive  nto  (peroent)  On  or  atter-  Prior  t»— 


KL . Jon-  1.1971  July  ivm 

5JS - July  1. 1971  Jan.  1 1979 

m - Jan.  1,1971  July  1,1973 

SM - July  1.M73  Jan.  1.19» 

6)i - Jan.  1. 1973  July  1, 1973 

9  - July  1,1973  Jan.  1,1974 

6M - Jaa.  1,1974  July  1.1974 

«JI . July  1,1974  July  1,1975 

T - July  1.1975 


(See.  311,  53  SUt.  38:  (13  TJA.O.  1716b)  In- 
teiprsts  or  sppllM  aeo.  307,  53  SUt.  18,  as 
amended;  (13  UA-0. 1718) ) 


or  division  of  a  bank  (as  defined  by  the 
Mtmlelpal  Securities  Rulemaking  Board) 
to  aiK^  for  registration  as  a  munlctpal 
securities  dealer  with  the  Seourtttes  and 
Exchange  Commission  pursuant  to  sec- 


was  Issued,  or  as  of  the  date  the  mort¬ 
gage  was  endorsed  tor  Insurance,  which¬ 
ever  nt8|  Is  lilidnr.  The  following 
Interest  rates  are  effective  tor  the  dates 
listed: 


PART  220— URBAN  RENEWAL  MORTGAGE 
INSURANCE  AND  INSURED  IMPROVE¬ 
MENT  LOANS 

Section  220.830  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 


RDSAL  MKMfTBt,  VOL  46,  NO.  207— mOAY,  OCTOMt  34,  1V75 


49778 


RULES  ANU  REGULATIONS 


§  220.830  Debenture  interest  rate. 

Debentures  shall  becur  interest  frcnn 
the  date  of  issue,  payable  semiannually 
on  the  first  day  of  January  and  the  first 
day  of  July  of  each  year  at  the  rate  in 
effect  as  of  the  date  the  commitment 
was  issued,  or  arof  the  date  the  loan  was 
endOTsed  for  insurance,  whichever  rate 
is  higher.  The  following  interest  rates 
are  eff^tive  for  the  dates  listed: 


Effective  rate  (pereeBt) 

On  or  after— 

Prior  to — 

6H . 

.  Jan. 

1,1971 

July 

1,1971 

.  July 

1,1971 

Jan. 

1,1972 

.  Jan. 

1,1972 

Jnly 

1,1972 

tii . 

.  July 

1,1972 

Jan. 

1.1973 

sU . 

.  Jan. 

1,1971 

July 

1,19V3 

.  July 

1,1973 

Jan. 

1,1974 

#}* . 

.  Jan. 

1,1974 

jTdy 

1,1974 

•x . 

.  July 

1,1974 

July 

1,1976 

.  July 

L1976 

(Sec.  311,  62  8tat.  28;  (13  UJ3.0.  1716b).  In¬ 
terprets  or  sppllee  sec.  220,  68  Btat.  5M,  se 
•mended;  (iaU.8jC.  1716k)) 

Effective  date,  niese  amendments  are 
effective  as  of  July  1.  1975. 

(It  Is  hereby  certlfled  that  the  eoonomlc  and 
InOstkmary  lnq>aet  of  this  regulattou  has 
been  carefully  evaluated  In  acocndcmce  with 
OMB  A-107). 

SANTORD  a.  WltKOWSKl, 

Acting  AstistatU  Secretary^ 
Commissioner  for  Housing 
Production  and  Mortgage 
Credit. 

(FB  Doc.76-28723  Filed  10-23-76;8:45  am] 

Title  41 — Public  Contract  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  101— FEDERAL  PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT  REGULATIONS 

SUBCHAPTER  Q— TRANSPORTATION  AND 
MOTOR  VEHICLES 

[FPMB  Temp.  Beg.  0-28] 

'  PART  101-41— AUDIT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION  PAYMENTS 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-27591  appearing  at  page 
47941  as  the  Part  m  of  the  issue  (ff  Fri¬ 
day,  October  10,  1975,  the  ffdlowlng 
changes  should  be  made: 

V.  In  the  TsStAe  of  Contents  appearing 
In  the  first  eohimn  on  page  4T948: 

a.  The  fourth  dtry  now  reading  **101- 
41.210-1  Use  of  redempttem  of  unused 
tickets,  SF  1170**  should  read  **101-41.- 
210-1  Use  of  Redemption  of  Unused 
Tickets,  SP 1170**. 

b.  The  eighteenth  entry  reading  **101- 
41.214  Billing  and  payment  of  pas-** 
should  be  deleted. 

2.  In  the  third  c(dumn  on  page  47947, 
the  entry  now  reading  **{  101-4U1O-1 
Use  of  redemption  oi  unused  tickets,  8F 
1170**  should  read  **S  101-41.210-1  Use  of 
Redemption  of  Unused  Tickets,  SF  1170**. 

3.  In  the  middle  column  on  page  47861, 
the  twelfth  line  of  i  101-41.303-4  should 
be  ddeted  and  the  following  should  be  In¬ 
serted  In  Ueu  thereof:  **already  been 
completed,  the  recovered**. 

I 


4.  On  page  47953,  delete  *‘at  desUna- 
tioin**  appearing  in  the  third  line  of 
§  101-41. 309-2 (b)  (1)  and  insert  *‘trail- 
ers)  shipped”  in  place  of. 

Title  47 — ^Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

(FCO  75-1161] 

PART  0— COMMISSION  ORGANIZATION 
PART  1— PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 
Chicago  Regional  Office 

Order — Proceeding  terminated.  In  the 
matter  of  amendment  of  Parts  0  and  1  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  to  effect  the 
transfer  of  the  Chicago  Regional  Office 
operating  element  to  the  Safety  and 
Special  Radio  Services  Bureau. 

1.  On  June  12,  1975,  the  Commission 
adopted  the  Report  cm  Restructuring  the 
Spectrum  Management  Task  Force, 
dated  June  6, 1975,  and  ordo^  that  the 
operating  element  of  the  Chicago  Re¬ 
gional  Office,  Spectrum  Management 
Task  Force,  as  defined  in  the  Report,  be 
transferred  from  the  Office  of  the  Chief 
Engine^  to  the  Safety  and  Special 
Radio  Services  Bureau. 

2.  In  view  of  the  operational  status 
of  the  licensing  functions  and  automated 
processing  programs,  the  Commission  de¬ 
cided  that  the  public  Interest  would  be 
served  by  the  transfer  of  all  operating 
elanents,  with  the  exception  of  the  Spec¬ 
trum  Utilization  (Monitoring)  Section. 
Tills  group  will  ronain  under  the  control 
of  the  Spectrum  Management  Task  Force 
in  the  Office  of  the  Chief  Engineer  for 
research  and  devdopment  activittes  re¬ 
lated  to  the  enhanc^ent  and  tmixrove- 
ment  of  the  land  mobile  ^?ectrum  Man- 
agemmit  Program;  it  will  also  continue 
to  Incorporate  current,  valid  monitoring 
data  into  the  existing  data  base  to  sup¬ 
port  the  operational  functions.  After  the 
monitoring  procedures  in  Chicago  have 
been  tested  and  proven,  the  (^mimission 
will  consider  the  transfer  of  this  group  to 
the  Safety  and  Special  Radio  Services 
Bureau. 

S.  Certcdn  additional  authority  has 
been  delegated  to  Die  Chief,  Safety  and 
Special  Radio  Services  Bureau,  to  per¬ 
mit  the  continued  Uctnslng  of  remote 
phdnip  broadcast  stations  In  the  Chicago 
Region  and  to  authorize  Chicago  to  make 
decisions  regarding  the  construction, 
marking  and  lighting  of  antenna  towers 
and  snppcwttng  structures.  This  addi¬ 
tional  ddegatlon  does  not  expand  the 
authority  of  the  Bureau  Chief  outside  of 
desiimateiL  Regions. 

4.  Authradty  for  adopting  this  curler 
Is  ccmtalned  In  section  5(d)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 
Since  It  relates  to  Internal  Commission 
management,  practice,  and  procedure, 
and  because  the  early  tanplementattcm  of 
these  changes  wOl  result  In  more  efficient 
(operation.  eompUance  wltti  the  notice 
and  eUeetire  date  provlslcms  ot  5  U.S.C. 
553  Is  not  rectulred. 


5.  Accordingly,  tt  is  ordered.  That,  ef¬ 
fective  October  28, 1975,  If  0.132  and  1.61 
cd  the  rules  are  amended,  and  that  {  0.334 
is  added.  In  the  manner  set  forth  below. 

(Secs.  4.  6.  803.  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066. 
1068,  1082;  (47  UJ3.C.  164,  165,  303) ) 

Adopted:  October  15, 1975. 

Released:  October  21, 1975. 

FEDBBAL  COMMTTNICATIONS 
CoinnssioN,' 

[seal]  VnfCENT  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Pai'ts  0  and  1  of  Chapter  I  of  Title 
47  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
are  amended  as  follows: 

A.  In  Part  0 — Commission  Organiza¬ 
tion:  — 

1.  Section  0.132  (d)  and  (e)  are  amend¬ 
ed.  and  a  new  paragraph  (f )  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  0.132  Units  in  the  Bnrean. 

The  detailed  operations  of  the  Bureau 
are  performed  within  six  major  units,  as 
follows: 

•  •  •  *  • 

(d)  Aviation  and  Marine  IMylslon; 

(e)  Amateur  and  Citizens  Division; 
and 

(f)  Regional  Management  Staff. 

2.  Section  0.334  Is  added  as  follows: 

§  0.334  Additional  Anthoiity  delegated 
to  the  Chief,  Safely  and  Special  Ra£o 
Services  Bnrean. 

Insofar  as  the  operation  of  the  re¬ 
gional  center  Is  concerned,  the  Chief  of 
the  Safety  and  Special  Radio  Services 
Bureau  is  ddegated  authority  to  exer¬ 
cise  the  following  functions: 

(a)  In  accordance  with  applicable 
rules,  authcuity  to  act  on  all  applica¬ 
tions  filed  in  a  region  in  the  Remote  Pick¬ 
up  Broadcast  Service  (shared  frequen¬ 
cies  only)  for  construction  permits,  sta¬ 
tion  licenses,  modification  of  static  li¬ 
censes,  renewal  <ff  station  licenses,  and 
special  tempOTary  authorizations. 

(b)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  In 
S  1.61  of  this  duqiter.  with  respect  to  the 
construction,  marking  and  Mgti  ting  cl  an¬ 
tenna  towen  and  supporting  structures, 
authority  as  set  f(»lh  In  Part  17  of  this 
chapter  to  exercise  the  ftmcttoos  of  the 
Commission  In  designated  RegloDS. 

1.  In  §  l.fl,  paragraph  (a)  Is  amended 
to  read  as  foUows: 

S  1.61  Procedures  for  handling  apidica- 
tions  requiring  Special  Aeronautical 
Stady. 

(a)  Except  for  those  services  and  in 
those  areas  being  managed  by  (he  Re- 
gkmal  Managonoit  Staff  of  the  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau,  an¬ 
tenna  surveys  are  eoodueted  by  tite  An¬ 
tenna  Surv^  Branch  of  the  Regional 
Services  Division,  Field  Operations 
Bureau. 

•  •  •  •  • 

[FB  X>oe.78-Sae75  FUed  10-8»48:t.48  ass] 
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(Docket  Ko.  isaest;  FCC  7B-M2( 

PART  2— FREQUENCY  ALLOCATIONS  AND 
RADIO  TREATY  MATTERS;  GENERAL 
RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

PART  18— INDUSTRIAL,  SaENTIFlC.  AND 
MEDICAL  EQUIPMENT 

PART  21— DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  RADIO 
SERVICES  (OTHER  THAN  MARITIME 


take.  However,  upon  review,  we  find  that 
the  iasuea  tt^  raise  and  the  argumoits 
they  advance  in  support  their  posi¬ 
tions  are  substantially  the  same,  if  not 
identicaL  to  those  previously  raised  and 
were  disposed  In  our  previotis  opln- 
iMis  and  orders  in  this  proceedings.  Nev¬ 
ertheless.  since  8(»ne  changes  were  made 
in  our  original  decMon.  we  have  con¬ 
sidered  these  arguments,  but  we  are  not 
persuaded  to  modify  our  orders  on  the 
questioned  points;  and  accordingly,  we 


only  for  authorized  purposes.  He  may 
use  it  only  to  transmit  “pcrtnlwRile  com¬ 
munications;’*  and  he  may  operate  ttis 
“BP”  device  licensed  to  him  only  in  ways 
that  are  consistent  with  the  “sendee” 
in  which  his  station  is  licensed. 

7.  The  equtowient  company  involved  In 
Die  arrangement*  has  no  paraUei  rights 
or  privileges.  It  cannot  operate  the  sys¬ 
tem.  It  is  not  entitled  (as  the  “licensee” 
isl  to  “use”  the  “assigned”  portion  of  the 


MOBILE) 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

PART  74 — EXPERIMENTAL.  AUXILIARY. 
AND  SPECIAL  BROADCAST.  AND  OTHER 
PROGRAM  DISTRIBUTIONAL  SERVICES 

PART  89-^>UBLtC  SAFETY  RADIO 
SERVICES 

PART  91 — INDUSTRIAL  RADIO  SERVICES 

PART  93— LAND  TRANSPORTATION 
RADIO  SERVICES 

Land  Mobile  Senr  ices 
Memorandum,  opinio*  und  order — Ter- 
minating  proceedini/.  In  the  matter  of  an 
inquiry  r^ative  to  the  future  use  of  the 
frequency  band  80&r960  MHs;  and 
amendment  of  Parts  2,  18.  21.  73,  74.  89, 
91.  and  93  of  the  rules  relative  to  opera- 
tlcms  in  the  land  mobile  senriem  between 
806  and  960  MHz.  Docket  No.  18262. 

1.  We  have  before  us  for  consideration 
X)leadlngs  filed  by  a  niunber  of  parties 
to  this  proceeding  ‘  seeing  reconsidera¬ 
tion  of  certain  orders  adopted  by  us  In 
thfai  rule  making.  “Land  Mobile  Radio 
Service.  Second  Report  and  Order,” 
Docket  No.  18262.  46  PCC  2d  752  (1974), 

39  FR  16831  (May  10.  1974) .  “on  recon- 
slderation.  Land  Mobile  Radio  Service, 
Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order.” 
Docket  No.  18262,  51  FCC  2d  938  (1975). 

40  FR  14451  (March  31.  1975)  and  cor¬ 
rected  at  40  FR  17130.  April  16, 1975.  The 

raised  by  these  parties  are  all  re¬ 
lated;  and  we  will  review  and  dispose  ot 
them  together  in  this  opinion. 

2.  First,  Airsignal,  OTESC  and  NARS 
ask  that  we  reconsider  a  number  of  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  as  to  our  regulatory 
plan  for  cellular,  trunked  and  conven¬ 
tional  systems  of  communication.  They 
want  these  matters  decided  in  a  different 
way;  and  advazice  reasons  and  argu¬ 
ments  in  support  of  the  positions  th^ 


*■  PeCiUoa  for  Beoonslderstlon  snd  Sugges¬ 
tion  tor  Suspension  of  Effective  Date,  filed 
AprU  80.  1975,  by  the  National  Association  of 
Badlotelepbone  Systems  (NARS);  Petition 
for  Partial  Reconsideration,  filed  April  SO, 
1975,  by  OTE  Service  Corporation  (OTESC), 
end  Conunenta  by  Airsignal  International, 
Inc.  (Airsignal) ,  filed  AprU  30. 1975.  Response 
to  Petition  for  Reconsideration,  filed  May  23. 
1975,  by  the  Oeneral  Electric  Company  (Oen- 
«ral  Electric).  And  additionally,  Petition  for 
Clarification  Or.  Alternatively,  for  a  Declara¬ 
tory  Ruling  and  Supplement  to  Petition  for 
Clarification,  filed  by  Oeneral  Electric  cm  May 
23,  1975,  Mid  June  28.  1975.  respectively.  And 
lastly.  Petition  to  Refrain  from  Oranting 
Licenses  Pursuant  to  Applications  filed  tar 
Authorization  in  the  900  MHz  Band  InvoAvtng 
Entrepreneurial  Community  Repeater  Op¬ 
erations.  submitted  June  19.  197S.  by  NARS. 
and  the  responsive  pleadings  directed  the 
MASS  petition  and  to  Oeneral  Electrlo’s  Sup- 
ptsmantal  Sequast  of  June  23, 1975. 


affirm  the  Secemd  Report  and  Order  as 
modified  on  prior  reconsideration  by  the 
referenced  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order  of  March.  1975. 

3.  In  addition,  (3eneral  Electric  and 
NARS  ask  that  we  clarify  our  ordors  with 
respect  to  possible  licensing  M  “com¬ 
munity  repeaters”  at  900  MHz.*  Both 
Oeneral  Electric  and  NARS  feel  that 
authorization  of  such  "mobile  relay”  ssrs- 
tems  under  existing  “multiple  licensing” 
practices  would  be  contrary  to  our  an¬ 
nounced  regulatory  scheme  for  “conven¬ 
tional”  and  “trunked”  facilities  in  this 
band,  with  NARS  also  contending  that 
“multii^  licensing”  would  be  in  conflict 
with  tJ^  Court’s  stay  order  in  this  case.* 

4.  As  to  these  matters,  we  want  no  con¬ 
fusion  as  to  the  licetAlng  policies  to  be 
followed,  at  900  MHz:  and  we  would  not, 
of  course,  take  any  action  which  we  be¬ 
lieved  would  be  Inconsistent  with  the  ref¬ 
erenced  mandate  of  the  Court  of  Appeals. 
Thus,  we  will  grant  the  relief  (General 
Electric  and  NARS  ask  to  the  extent  of 
clarifying  our  oi^ders  In  the  areas  to 
which  these  parties  direct  our  attention. 

5.  Parenthetically,  as  to  “multiple  11- 
crasing,”  we  would  point  out  that  the 
term  simply  (ienotes  the  administrative 
practice  followed  by  us  for  many  years 
in  authorizing  certain  types  of  sharing 
arrangements  in  the  Public  Safety,  In¬ 
dustrial.  and  Land  Transportation  Ra¬ 
dio  Services.  Under  these  arrangements, 
an  “eligible  user”  U  issued  an  Individual 
Ucenae  to  “time  share”  a  particular  radio 
transmitter  with  other  “eligible  users” 
(who  are  also  Individually  licensed)  In 
situations  in  which  it  is  feasible  for  him 
to  do  so. 

6.  In  such  cases,  each  “user”  (eligible) 
is  the  “licensee.”  He.  thus.  Is  the  person 
upon  whom  we  conf^  the  “right  to  op¬ 
erate”  aa  the  “assigned  frequency  or  fre- 
qnoicles.”  He  is  the  one  who  Is  held  re¬ 
sponsible  to  us  for  employing  the  system 


*  "Community  repezter**  operation  Is  de¬ 
scribed  In  some  detail  In  our  notice  In  Docket 
No.  18921.  We  rely  on  that  description  and 
vrlU  not  redefine  the  arrangement  here.  See 
Multiple  Licensing — Safety  and  Special  Ra¬ 
dio  Services,  Docket  No.  18921,  Infra,  at  para. 
8. 

*See  Order.  June  10.  1975.  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
Circuit,  National  Association  of  Regulatory 
Utility  Commissioners,  et  al.  v.  Federal  Com¬ 
munication  Commission,  et  al..  Case  Koa. 
7«-t58S.  74-1689.  and  74-1696.  In  pntinent 
part,  tha  Ordar  recites:  "•  •  •  that  the  PCC 
order  under  review  is  stayed  pending  appeal 
to  the  extent  that  It  authorises  the  assign¬ 
ment  or  <^ratlon  of  radio  spectrum  space 
to  ^peclaUaed  MobU  Radio  Systems:” 


“radio  spectrum’  for  any  purpose.  l.e.. 
the  rtidits  of  the  “licensee”  do  not  extend 
to  the  third-party  equipment  company. 
And.  significantly  we  think,  should  the 
“licensee”  abandon  the  “use”  of  the  sup¬ 
plier’s  radio  gear,  the  “assigned  spec¬ 
trum”  ffdlows  the  “licensee”  and  the 
equipment  company  has  no  residual 
rights  insofar  as  its  “use”  is  concerned. 
Thus,  statuUMry  rights  pertaining  to  re¬ 
newal  of  licenses  do  not  apply  to  It  Those 
dealing  with  modiflcati<m  of  hcenses  are 
not  ones  that  It  can  rssort  to.  Nor  do  (he 
provisions  oi  Section  312  of  the  Act  (rev- 
(xiation)  afford  such  a  business  entrepre¬ 
neur  procedural  recourse  of  any  kind,  m 
summary,  then.  In  the  “private”  land 
mobile  radio  services,  particularly  In  the 
environment  In  which  those  services 
have  been  constituted,  the  role  of  the 
equlixnent  supplier  Is  Just  that.  Le..  a 
person  who  supplies  equipment 

8.  While  we  have  recognized  some 
proMems  with  our  “multiple  licensing” 
practices,  those  are  being  reviewed  in  our 
rule-making  proceeding  in  Docket  No. 
18921.  “Multiple  licensing. — SafeW  svul 
Special  Radio  Services.”  Docket  No. 
18921,  24  FCC  2d  510  (1970) .  35  FR  12007 
(July  25,  1970).  There  we  are  studying 
the  matter  In  the  full  light  of  the  com¬ 
ments  filed  by  the  parties  to  that  pro- 
ceedii«  with  a  view  toward  possible 
strengthening  our  regulatory  procedures 
^plicable  to  that  practice.  However,  we 
made  it  clear  In  that  Docket  that  we  In¬ 
tended  to  continue  the  practice  as  one 
vrtileh  Is  “not  unlawful”  and  which  Is 
“often  necessary  and  desirable”  to  the 
pubUc  interest  “Multiple  Ucenslng— 
Safety  and  l^?eclal  Radio  Services.” 
supra,  at  p.  518.  In  these  circumstances, 
we  do  not  believe  we  should  foreclose  the 
benefits  of  “multiple  licensing”  at  900 
MHz.  particuiarly  in  light  of  our  deter¬ 
minations  in  that  proceeding. 

9.  In  short,  while  there  are  some  “sim¬ 
ilarities”  between  the  shsuing  arrange¬ 
ments  authorized  under  our  licensing 
practices  for  “community  repeaters”  and 
those  that  are  to  apply  to  Specialized 
Mobile  Radio  Systems,  to  be  “licensed” 


*  In  every  case,  whether  It  Involves  an  ar¬ 
rangement  in  the  ‘‘private”  aervlcea  or  a 
common  carrier  operation,  there  muet  be 
some  third  party  to  manufacture  and  sup¬ 
ply  and,  at  tlmea.  to  maintain  the  physical 
radio  gear  used  In  ayatema  of  radlotelacom- 
mimlcatlon.  i.e..  In  systems  In  erblch  mee- 
aagea  are  transmitted  through  apace  by 
means  of  radiated  energy  of  olectromagneUe 
waves.  And  this  la  ao  regardlaaa  of  whether 
the  genorator  (transmitter)  ot  eleoStoinag- 
netlo  waves  is  shared  or  not. 
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imder  S  89.604(c)  of  the  new  Subpart  S.*  filed  June  23, 1976,  by  the  Gen»al  Eleo- 
we  do  not  view  them  as  substantive  like-  trie  Company,  is  u  moot, 

nesses  which  require  the  conclusion  15.  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
NARS  suggests.  It  should  be  emphasized  proceeding  is  terminated 
that  under  §  89.604(c)  an  entr^reneur, 

who  need  not  be  otherwise  eligible  for  Adopted:  July  16, 1975. 
licensing  as  a  user,  would  be  assigned  Released:  July  18, 1975. 

(“licensed  to  use”)  a  portion  of  the  radio 

spectrum  to  provide  radio  service  to  Pbdiral  Comhumicatioiis 

^Iglble  users,  nils  is  not  the  case  with  CoionssioH,* 

the  “community  reiSeater”  arrangements  Iseal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 
we  refer  to.  Secretary. 

10.  Thus,  we  looked  tmon  SMRS  li-  [FR  Doc.76-28677  Piled  10-23-76;  8: 46  am] 

censing  as  “an  important  additional  op-  _ _ 

tlon  for  eligibles  in”  the  Public  Safety,  ^ 

Industrial,  and  Land  Transportation  [Docket  No.  20490;  pcc  76-1078} 

Radio  Services  (Land  MobUe  Service,  PART  21 — DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  RADIO 
Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order,  Docket  SERVICES  (OTHER  THAN  MARITIME 
No.  18262,  supra,  at  p.  956),  and  “mul-  MOBILE) 

tiple  licensing”  was  not  specifically  ex-  Various  Procedural  Requirements  for  the 
eluded.  However,  we  acknowledge  that  Domestic  Public  Radio  Services 

the  practice  may  have  limited  applica-  „  .. 

tion  at  900  MHz.  There  we  plan  to  assign  correction 

frequencies  on  a  “first-in”  “first-out”  In  FR  Doc.  75-27158  appearing  at  page 
basis  and  there  will  also  be  “vertical”  47496  in  the  issue  of  Thiusday,  Octo- 
loadlng.  These  features  will  for  practieal  ber  9,  1975,  the  fifth  line  of  the  second 
reasons  restrict  “multiple  licensing”  of  column  on  page  47500  reading  “amended' 
“community  repeaters.”  But,  to  be  clear,  as  appropi^te  and  shall  not”  should 
“multiple  licensing”  is  not  barred  under  read  “answered  as  appropriate  and  shall 
our  new  Subpart  S  regul^ons;  nor  do  not”. 

we  feel  the  Coiurt  intended  its  mandate  - 

to  extend  to  this  established  admlnlstra-  rnocket  No  iotsai 

tive  practice.  We  do  not  so  construeJhe 

Court’s  order.  PART  73~RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

11.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  or-  FM  Broadcast  Stations  in  Certain  Cities 

dered.  That  the  referenced  petitions  for  in  Md. 

^  ^  First  report  and  order.  In  the  matter 

s^t^  of  R^otriephone  Systems,  ^  amendment  of  §  73.202(b),  Tabic  of 
O-T*  Service  corporation  ^d  ^ignal  assUmmenU.  FM  Broadcast  Stations, 
Intermtional,  Inc.,  on  April  30, 1975,  are  (OrasonvUle,  Leonardtown,  and  Lexlng- 
demed.  ^  ^  ton  Park,  Maryland) ,  Docket  No.  19784, 

12.  It  ts  further  ordered.  That  the  rm-1995  RM-2036 

“SuggesUon  for  Suspension  of  Effective  ,  The ’commission  has  before  it  for 

Radiotelephone  rulernakina  released  herein  on  July  9, 

ir'S*]  4  .»  J  1*^  <38  FR  18689)  haviUng  eomaaents 

13. ordered,  Tl»t  the  Peti-  ^  an-matlve  nronosals  to  amend  the 


OR  PROPOSAL  m  n)E  MABO  COUNTERPRO¬ 
POSAL,  RM-2(0Q 


Orascmvl]]^  Md . 

Leiington  Park,  Md. 


2.  Proposal  L  advanced  by  De  Maso  to 
provide  OrasonvUle  with  a  first  FM  as¬ 
signment  for  which  it  could  apply,  con¬ 
flicts  with  Proposal  H,^  advanced  by 
Soimd  Media  to  resolve  the  conflict  be¬ 
tween  its  appUcation  for  the  Leonard¬ 
town  Channel  249A  assignment  and  the 
mutually  exclusive  application  of  Key 
Broadcasting  CcHporation  (Key),  licen¬ 
see  of  AM  Station  WPTX,  Lexington 
Park,  for  use  of  Channel  249A  for  a 
first  FM  station  at  Lexington  Park  in 
accordance  with  the  “10-mUe”  rule,*  by 
providing  both  communities  with  an  as¬ 
signment.*  Proposal  m,  advanced  by  De 
Maso  as  a  counterproptosal  to  Sound 
Media’s  proposal  n  to  resolve  the  con¬ 
flict  between  Proposal  I  and  Proposal  n 
and  enable  aU  three  communities  to  have 
an  FM  assignment  for  local  use,  presents 
a  technically  feasible  way  of  providing 
both  GrasonvlUe  and  Lexington  Park 


1  The  conflict  between  Proposal  I  and  Pro¬ 
posal  n  exists  because  mileage  separation  re¬ 
quirements  prevent  Channel  276A  from  being 
assigned  to  both  OrasonvUle  and  Leonard¬ 
town. 

■Section  73.203(b)  of  the  rules.  This  rule 
permits  application  to  be  made  for  use  of  a 
Class  A  assignment  In  a  cmnmunlty  not 
listed  In  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments  (such 
as  Lexington  Park)  when  the  Class  A  assign¬ 
ment  sought  is  assigned  to  a  listed  commu¬ 
nity  within  ten  miles  of  the  imlisted  commu¬ 
nity  (such  as  Lexington  Park  is  with  respect 
to  Leonardtown  since  they  are  about  9  miles 
apart). 

*  The  competing  Sound  Media  and  Key  ap¬ 
plications  lOT  the  Leonardtown  Channel  249A 
assignment  were  rteeigwnted  for  eonsolldated 
hearing -by  Order,  released  February  1,  1972 
(FCC  73-76) .  FoDowlng  bearlBg,  the  Adnvln- 
Istratlve  Law  Judge  released  an  Initial  De¬ 
cision  on  Martik  11,  1974  (FCC  94D-18) ,  pro¬ 
posing  to  grant  the  Key  aji^Uoatloa  (BFH- 
6640,  Docket  No.  19410)  and  to  deny  the 
Sound  Media  application  (BPH-6866,  Docket 
No.'19411).  Following  oral  argummit  before 
the  Review  Board  on  enoepttons  to  the  Initial 
Decision  lied  by  the  parties,  on  January  2, 
1976,  the  Review  Board  seleaeed  a  Dedsion 
which  reversed  the  ZnlMcU  DeetsUm  an  these 
competing  appllcatioos  by  granting  the  iq>- 
pUcation  of  Sound  Media  for  a  Leonardtown 
Channd  249A  faculty  and  denying  the  com¬ 
peting  Key  application  for  a  Lexington  Park 
Channel  349A  faculty.  (60  F.C.C.  3d  337)  In 
Its  Decision  the  Board  disagreed  with  the 
flnriing  In  the  Initial  Decision  that  Key  did 
not  warrant  dlsquaUflcatldn  on  two  misrepre¬ 
sentation  issues.  The  Board  stated  that  the 
evidence  under  the  misrepresentation  Issues 
against  Key  “demonstrates  that  Key  has  not 
met  the  standards  of  candor  and  accuracy 
which  the  Commission  expects  of  its  U- 
censees,  and  that  Its  iq>pllcatlon  tor  an  addi¬ 
tional  broadcast  facility  therefore  must  be 
denied.”  The  Board  also  stated  that  sinoe  the 
competing  appUcant,  Sound  Media,  was  fully 
qualified,  its  aiqillcatlon  would  be  granted. 
By  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order,  released 
AiwU  17.  1976  (FCC  76R-162),  the  Review 
Board  also  denied  a  petition  for  ree<msldera- 
tion  of  Its  Decision  filed  by  Key.  An  appll- 
•  Commissioners  WOey.  Chairman;  Raid  cation  for  Commission  review,  filed  by  Key  00 
and  Washburn  concurring  in  the  result.  May  14,  1976,  Is  awaiting  action. 


Channel  No. 


■Section  89.604(c)  pertains  to  “eUgibllity” 
for  “licensing”  and  read^:  "Any  person  or 
entity  *  •  •  proposing  to  provldo,  on  a  com¬ 
mercial  basis,  base  station  and  ancUllary  fa¬ 
cilities  for  the  use  of  persons  or  entitles 
eligible  under  Piurt  89,  91,  or  93  of  this 
<^iq>ter.”  It  creates  a  "new”  ellgibUity  clsssl- 
fleation;  permits  “operation”  of  a  “new” 
class  of  radio  station;  and  extends  our 
"licensing”  processes  to  a  “new”  type  of  ar¬ 
rangement  created  under  and  structured 
through  our  “new”  900-MHb  allocation  and 
assignment  anu  licensing  processes  and 
procedm^  and  practices. 


PROPOSAL  I  (DE  MASO,  RM-19S6) 


OrasonvUle,  Md. 


OR  PROPOSAL  n  (SOUND  MEDIA,  RM^OM) 


Leonardtown,  Md... 
Leiington  Park,  Md. 
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m'lth  first  FM  assignments  without  dis¬ 
turbing  the  Leonardtown  Channel  S49A 
assignment  or  otherx  existing  assign¬ 
ments. 

3.  Both  petitioners,  De  Maso  and 
Soimd  Media,  support  Proposal  m  in 
their  comments.  Since  the  Proposal  in 
plan  for  Lexington  Park  (240A)  and 
Leongrdtown  <249 A)  would  not  conflict 
with  his  Qrasonville  Channel  276A  pro¬ 
posal,  De  Maso  urges  that  the  Orason- 
ville  Channel  276A  proposal  be  separated 
and  removed  from  this  proceeding  and 
acted  upon.  Key.  the  only  other  com¬ 
menting  part7.  takes  no  position  on  any 
of  the  three  proposals  but  states  that  it 
does  not  necessarily  oppose  Proposal  m, 
which  would  assign  Channel  240A  to 
Lexington  Park,  provided  that  in  thus 
making  Lexington  Park  a  “listed  com¬ 
munity”  in  the  FM  Table  of  Asslgnmoits, 
its  competing  application  for  the 
Leonardtown  Channel  249A  assignment 
in  the  proceeding  discussed  in  footnote  4, 
supra,  would  remain  valid  and  In  “pro¬ 
tected  status”.  Since  “character  issues” 
against  it  are  involved,  it  contends  that 
Justice  requires  this. 

4.  Since  only  Proposal  m  of  the  pro¬ 
posals  before  us  has  potential  for  pro¬ 
viding  FM  assignments  at  Qrasonville. 
Leonardtown  and  Lexington  Park,  and  it 
also  has  the  support  of  both  petitioners 
and  is  unoppos^  by  Key.  we  may  dls> 
pense  with  further  consideration  of  con¬ 
flicting  Proposals  I  and  11  and  limit  our 
consideration  to  Proposal  m.  In  this 
First  Report,  however,  besides  denying 
Proposals  I  and  n.  we  consider  and  dis¬ 
pose  only  of  the  proposal  in  Proposal  m 
to  assign  Channel  276A  to  Qrasonville. 
The  assignment  proposed  for  Lexington 
Park  in  Proposal  m  (Channel  240 A)  will 
be  consider^  and  acted  upon  in  another 
document  after  the  Leonardtown  Chan¬ 
nel  249A  adjudicatory  proceeding  is  fi¬ 
nally  concluded.  (See  footnote  2.  supra.) 
This  procedure  is  appropriate  and  de¬ 
sirable.  we  believe,  since,  in  view  of  the 
technical  compatibility  of  the  FM  as¬ 
signments  proposed  for  Qrasonville  and 
Lexington  Park  in  Proposal  m,  these 
proposals  need  not  be  considered  Jointly, 
and.  while  we  feel  that  consideration  of 
the  Lexington  Park  assignment  proposal 
should  be  deferred  until  final  resolution 
of  the  Leonardtown  Channel  249A  pro¬ 
ceeding  since  Key  is  the  only  par^  to 
express  Interest  in  establishing  an  FM 
station  at  Lexington  Park,  there  is  no 
reason  to  also  defer  consideration  and 
actl<m  on  the  tmopposed  Qrasonville  as¬ 
signment  proposal. 

5.  Qrasonville  (pepidation  1,182)  iS 
an  unincorporated  community  located 
in  'Queen  Annes  Cotmty  (population 
18,422)  on  what  is  c(xnmoaly  known  as 
the  Maryland  Eastern  Shore  (east  oi 
Chesapeake  Bay.  approximately  16  miles 
east  of  Annapolis.  Maryland,  the  State 
capital.*  The  communl^  is  bisected  by 
Maryland  Route  50  and  UB.  301  vdilch 
are  used  by  tourists  to  reach  eastern 
seaboard  resort  areas  to  the  north  and 


^Population  flguies  aie  from  tba  1970  TJA 
Censua 


south,  such  as  Rehoboth  Beach,  Dela¬ 
ware,  and  Ocean  Chty,  Maryland,  fitun 
the  parallel  Chesapeake  Bay  bRdges.  It 
appears,  as  De  Maso  claims,  that,  be¬ 
cause  of  their  geographic  locaticm,  both 
Queen  Annes  County  (which  stretches 
from  Chesapeake  Bay  (o  the  Delaware 
border)  and  Qrasonville  have  increased 
growth  potential  as  a  result  of  the  sec¬ 
ond  Bay  luddge  opening  in  1973.  As  the 
Notice  discussed  in  greater  detail,  De 
Maso’s  prior  showing  also  indicates  that 
Qrasonville  (formerly  called  Winches¬ 
ter)  has  all  the  indicia  of  a  community, 
with  many  thriving  businesses  and  re¬ 
sort  facilities,  and  has  become  one  of 
the  area’s  largest  seafood  packing  house 
complexes  with  eight  packing  houses. 

6.  At  present  there  are  no  aural  broad¬ 
cast  stations  in  Queen  Annes  County,  no 
FM  assignment,  and  but  two  weekly 
newspapers.  While  Annapolis  and  Balti¬ 
more,  Maryland,  radio  stations,  and  oth¬ 
ers  located  in  Delaware,  are  received  in 
the  coimty.  De  Maso  claims  that  none 
of  them  attempt  to  meet  the  needs  and 
interests  of  Queen  Annes  County  resi¬ 
dents.  De  Maso  afiBrms  his  intention  to 
apply  for  use  of  the  requested  channel 
(276A)  once  it  is  assigned  to  Qrasonville 
and,  if  authorized,  to  construct  and  op- 
«*ate  a  station  to  serve  the  area  in  the 
public  interest. 

7.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  we  find  it 
in  the  public  interest  to  provide  Qrason¬ 
ville  with  a  first  FM  assignment  to  meet 
the  demand  and  need  shown  for  a  first 
local  FM  service  in  that  area.  Since 
Channel  276A  is  technically  suitable  for 
that  purpose  and  may  be  assigned  with¬ 
out  disturbing  any  existing  FM  assign¬ 
ment  or  (Conflicting  with  the  assignment 
proposed  for  Lexington  Park  (240A)  in 
Proix>6al  m.  which  will  be  acted  upon 
at  a  later  date,  it  will  be  assigned  to  Qra¬ 
sonville. 

8.  Acoonlingly,  and  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  sections  4(1),  5(d) 
(1).  303,  and  307(b)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  i  0.281 

(b)  (6)  of  the  Conunlsslon  rules.  It  is  or¬ 
dered.  miat.  effective  December  1,  1975, 
the  m  TaUe  of  Assignments,  S  73.202 
(b)  (ff  the  rules.  Is  amended  to  read  as 
fcHlows  for  the  city  listed  below: 

City  Channel  No. 

Grasonville,  Ifaryland _  276A 

9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
quest  of  De  Maiso  to  sever  and  act  upon 
the  Qrasonville  portion  of  Proposal  IK 
is  granted,  and 

10.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  Pro¬ 
posal  I  of  De  Maso  and  Proposal  n  of 
Sound  Media  are  denlecL 

(Se(».  4,  303,  807.  48  Stat..  ss  amended,  1068, 
1083.  1083;  (47  UJ3.0.  164.  SOS.  SOT)) 

Adopted:  October  16. 1975. 

Released:  October  21. 1975. 

noxBAL  Comcuinc^ATioira 
Comossioir. 

tSKAL]  WaLLACX  E.  JORNSOH, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureasu 

[FB  Doe.75-28878  FUed  10-at-78;i:46  aaN 


[Docket No. 30313;  FCC  76-1183] 

PART  83— STATIONS  ON  SHIPBOARD 
IN  THE  MARITIME  SERVICES 

EUgibiitty  Requirements  of  AppNcants  for 
Public  Ship  Station  Ucenees 

Report  arid  orders.  In  the  matter  of 
amendment  of  Part  83 — regarding  the 
eligibility  re<iuirements  of  applicants  for 
public  ship  station  licenses. 

1.  A  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  in 
the  above-captioned  matter  was  released 
on  October  25,  1974,  and  was  published 
in  the  Fedekal  Register  on  November  5, 
1974,  (39  FR  39054) .  The  dates  for  filing 
comments  and  reives  have  passed. 

2.  Comments  were  filed  by;  American 
Institute  of  Merchant  Shipping  (AIMS) , 
Collins  Radio  Qroup'  (Collins),  Qreat 
Lakes  Dredge  A  Dock  Company  (QLDD) , 
Great  Lakes  Towing  Company  (GLTC) , 
ITT  World  Communications.  Inc.  (ITT) , 
Lorain  Electronics  Corporation  (Lorain) , 
Ogden  Marine,  Inc.  (Ogden),  RCA 
Global  Communications.  Inc.  (RCA), 
and  Sea-Land  Service.  Inc.  (Sea-Land>. 
Reply  comments  were  filed  by  RCA 
Global  Communicatl(ms.  Inc.  All  of  the 
commenters  are  Invirfved  in  maritime 
communicatkm  and  ITT,  Lorain  and 
RCA  are  existing  licensees  of  numerotw 
radio  stations  on  vessels  which  they  do 
not  own.  operate  or  directly  control. 

3.  The  commenters  objected  to  the 
proposed  changes,  generally,  on  the 
groimds  that  they  provide  administra¬ 
tive  technical  or  advisory  services  which 
the  vessel  operators  or  owners  are  not 
capable  of  performing  and  that  the  ex¬ 
isting  arrangement,  therefore,  is  more 
efficient  and  effective.  Sea-Land  listed 
tile  functions  rendered  by  communica¬ 
tions  organizatlcms  to  include: 

(a)  Maintaining  a  valid  and  current 
ship  station  license; 

(b)  Arranging  for  required  station 
safety  Inspections; 

(c)  Providing  required  stationery  and 
publications; 

(d)  Maintaining  familiarity  witii  na¬ 
tional  and  international  s^  station 
radio  regulations; 

(e)  Making  perlodie  station  inspec¬ 
tions; 

(f)  Providing  abstracting  and  ac¬ 
counting  services  ftur  radio  can  charges; 
and 

(g)  Retaining  radio  station  logs  tot 
filing. 

4.  On  the  basis  of  the  comments  filed. 
It  is  clear  that  there  has  been  a  mls- 
intomretation  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  of  1 83.301  (b)(2).  Most  of  the 
oommoits  are  directed  to  the  Impact 
these  amendments  wiU  have  upon  orga¬ 
nizations  rendering  service  to  public  ship 
stations.  More  specifically,  the  comment¬ 
ers  assume  t^t  ITT.  Lorain  and  RCA 
would  or  could  not,  upon  adoption  of  pro¬ 
posed  i  83.301(b)  (2) .  continue  to  provide 
service  to  ship  radio  stations. 

5.  In  fact,  the  proposed  amendment 
limits  licensee  eligibility  of  a  pubUc  ship 
station  to  the  owner  or  operator  of  the 
vessel.  (MT  to  a  subsidiary  communications 
oorp(»ation  Ot  the  owner  or  operator  of 
tile  vesseL  Uhder  the  proposed  amend- 
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ment,  HT.  Lorain  and  RCA  would  cease 
to  be  the  licensee  of  public  ship  stations. 
This  we  believe  will  place  the  chain  of 
responsibility  in  proper  perspective.  Un¬ 
der  section  360  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  radio  in¬ 
stallation,  the  operators,  the  regulations 
of  their  watch,  the  transmission  and  re¬ 
ceipt  of  messages,  and  the  radio  service 
of  the  ship  shall  in  the  case  of  a  ship 
of  the  United  States  be  under  the  su¬ 
preme  c(mtrol  of  the  Master.  The  Master 
in  tium  is  controlled  by  the  owner  or 
operator  of  the  vessel.  This  makes  for  a 
logical  chain  of  command. 

6.  As  we  stated  in  our  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  in  this  proceedli^, 
when  we  initially  approved  the  existing 
licensing  arrangement  for  some  ship  sta¬ 
tions  whereby  communication  companies 
became  the  llcoisees  for  stations  on 
board  ships  they  did  not  own  or  operate, 
the  operators  for  the  stations  were  pro¬ 
vided  and  assigned  by  the  communica¬ 
tion  companies  as  station  licensees.  Un¬ 
der  those  circumstances,  we  concluded 
the  licensees,  even  thoui^  they  did  not 
own  or  operate  the  vessels  on  which  the 
staticms  were  located,  eould  maintain 
the  required  degree  of  station  control, 
through  c6?erators  that  were  answerable 
and  responsible  to  the  cmmnunication 
company  licensee.  With  the  abandon- 
mrait  of  the  practice  of  providing  opera¬ 
tors  for  the  stations,  the  owner  or  opera¬ 
tor  of  the  vessel  is  the  person  who  should 
be  responsible  for  the  operation  of  the 
station. 

7.  It  is  not  our  intention  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  nor  is  it  pertinent,  to  render  a 
deeialon  relative  to  the  means  employed 
by  the  vessel  operator  to  carry  out  the 
functions  tabulated  in  items  (b)  through 
(g)  in  paragraph  3,  above.  The  means 
employed  to  accomplish  those  fimctions 
is  at  the  option  of  tte  public  ship  station 
licensee.  However,  at  such  time  as  the 
ship  station  license  reverts  to  the  vessel 
operator,  the  responsibility  for  carrying 
out  those  functions  required  by  the  ndes 
will  rest  with  the  vessel  operator.  Under 
that  responsibility,  the  vess^  operator 
could,  of  course,  make  arrangements  to 
have  someone  elM  do  the  actual  work.  As 
concerns  citations  issued  to  a  vessel,  they 
will  continue  to  be  forwarded  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  ship  station  licensee,  as  at  present. 
Under  the  rules,  the  licensee  of  that  pub¬ 
lic  ship  station  is  required  to  provide  an 
appropriate  response. 

8.  Iteveral  conmenters  and  all  of  the 
ccunmunications  organizations  stress  the 
inconvenience,  expense  and/or  weiste  of 
manpower  which  will  be  caused  to  the 
vessel  operator  if  that  vessel  operator  is 
required  to  become  the  licensee  of  the 
public  ship  station.  The  commenters  ad- 
drMsing  this  matter  of  Inconvenience, 
expense  and/or  waste  of  manpower  uni¬ 
formly  project  the  view,  in  regard  to 
public  ship  stations,  that  prQ>aration  of 
FCC  applications  and  keeping  track  of 
license  expiration  dates  requires  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  manpower.  This  b^ng  the  case, 
and  we  believe  it.to  be  correct,  vessel  op¬ 
erators  which  are  members  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Institute  of  Merchant  Bhiiving 
(AIMS)  or  Lake  Carriers  Association 


(LCA) ,  could  have  ATMS  or  LCA  perform 
these  functions,  where  they  choose  not  to 
do  them  personally.  On  the  other  hand, 
other  similar  arrangements  could  be 
made.  The  applications  would,  of  course, 
have,  to  be  si^ed  by  an  official  of  the 
concerned  shipping  company.  In  view 
thereof,  we  are  not  persuaded  that  the 
propos^  amendment  of  8  83.301  (b)  (2) 
would  impose  inconvenience,  expense 
and/or  waste  of  manpower  upon  the  ves¬ 
sel  operator. 

9.  The  rule  changes  herein  adopted  will 
be  applied  to  the  licensing  of  ship  sta¬ 
tions.  after  the  effective  date  of  this  Re¬ 
port  and  Order,  in  the  following  manner: 

(a)  During  the  period  from  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  Report  and  Order  to 
October  31. 1976: 

An  a];g)lication  for  a  new  ship  station 
license  will  be  granted  to  the  owner  or 
operator  of  the  vessel  only. 

An  Implication  for  renewal  or  for  mod¬ 
ification  of  an  existing  ship  station  li¬ 
cense  submitted  by  one  of  the  communi¬ 
cation  organizations,  when  granted:  will 
retain  the  existing  expiration  date  if  that 
date  is  after  October  31,  1976;  or  will  be 
given  a  new  expiration  date  (extension  of 
one  year)  if  that  date  Is  before  Novem¬ 
ber  1.  1976. 

An  application  for  renewal  or  for  mod¬ 
ification  of  an  existing  shh>  station  li¬ 
cense,  submitted  by  the  owner  or  oper¬ 
ator  of  the  vessel,  will  be  granted  for  the 
usual  five  year  p^od. 

b.  Effective  November  1,  1976,  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  new  ship  statkm  license, 
for  renewal,  or  for  modification  of  a  ship 
station  license  will  be  granted  to  the 
owner  or  operator  of  the  vessel  only. 

10.  In  promulgating  tiiese  rule 
(dianges,  it  is  not  our  intent  that  a  vessel 
owner  or  operator,  as  station  licensee,  be 
restricted  in  renting,  chartering,  or 
otherwise  giving  up  possession  of  a  vessel 
to  other  persons  for  short  periods  of  time 
not  to  exceed  90  days.  We  do  not  disap¬ 
prove  of  such  arrangements  provided  the 
persons  actually  operating  the  ship  sta¬ 
tions  have  operator  permits  of  the  re¬ 
quired  class  and  we  will  look  primarily 
to  the  vessel  owner  or  operator  as  sta¬ 
tion  licensee  for  the  proper  operation  of 
the  station  in  fvill  compliance  with  our 
rules. 

11.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  That  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  sections  4(i).  303  (f),  (g), 
(1)  and  (r)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended.  Part  83  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules,  is  amended,  effective  No¬ 
vember  28, 1975,  as  set  forth  below. 

12.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
(47  n.S.C.  164,  303) ) 

Adopted:  October  15, 1975. 

Released:  October  21. 1975. 

Federal  CoinnmicATioNS 
ComossioM,^ 

ISEALl  VniCENT  J.  MULLINS, 

Secretary. 


1  Commissioner  Beid  absent;  Comndssloner 
Hooks  (Usfwnttng. 


Part  83  of  Chapter  I,  Title  47.  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Section  83.301  is  revised  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  83.301  Supplemental  digibility  re¬ 
quirements. 

(a)  Subject  to  the  basic  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  set  forth  in  8  83.23  and  to 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section,  authorizations  for: 

(1)  Limited  ship  stations  or  marine 
utility  stations  may  be  granted  to  any 
person,  or  state  or  local  government  sub¬ 
division:  or  any  agency  of  the  Federal 
Government  which  is  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  301  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act:  Provided,  That  an  applicant 
for  an  authorization  to  operate  a  limited 
ship  station  or  a  marine-utility  station 
must  request  a  frequ^cy  assignment  on 
which  the  transmission  of  public  corre¬ 
spondence  is  excluded. 

(2)  Public  ship  stations^  may  be 
granted  (mly  to  the  owner  or  operator  of 
the  vessel,  or  to  a  subsidiary  communica¬ 
tions  corporation  of  the  owner  or  opera¬ 
tor  of  the  vessel,  for  which  station  au¬ 
thorization  is  requested;  or  state  or  local 
government  subdivision;  or  any  agency 
of  the  Federal  Government  which  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  sectlcm  301  of 
the  Communications  Act:  Provided,  That 
an  applicant  for  an  authorization  to  op¬ 
erate  a  public  ship  station  must  request 
a  frequency  assignment  on  which  the 
transmission  of  public  correspondence  is 
not  excluded  by  any  of  the  provisions  of 
this  part  (although  additionally  he  may 
request  any  other  frequency  assign¬ 
ment)  . 

(b)  When  the  availability  of  the  fre¬ 
quency  assigiunent  requested,  or  any  part 
thereof,  is  specifically  dependent  upon 
the  activity  and/or  the  routes  of  viqrage 
of  the  vessel,  the  iq?plication  shafi  clearly 
show  eligibility  of  the  vessel  for  such  sta¬ 
tion  authorization  under  the  provisions 
of  this  part  which  govern  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  frequencies.. 

[FR  Doc.75-2867e  Filed  10-3a-75;8:45  am] 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

PART  51 — FRESH  FRUITS.  VEGETABLES 
AND  OTHER  PRODUCTS  (INSPECTION. 
CERTIFICATION  AND  STANDARDS) 

Regulations,  Amendments — Fees  and 
Expenses 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-27352  appearing  at  page 
47751  in  the  issue  of  Friday,  October  10, 


1  The  lloeaslng  procedure  which  will  be  fol¬ 
lowed  by  the  Commission  during  the  Interim 
procedure  between  the  effective  date  pf  the 
Report  and  Order  In  Docket  No.  30312  and 
October  31,  1976,  la  set  forth  In  pfuragraph  9 
of  that  Report  and  Order. 
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1975.  ia  S  51.38.  on  page  47752.  flist  col¬ 
umn,  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (ii) .  now  reading: 

"(il)  $20.00  for  eatdi  balf-cark>t  equiv¬ 
alent  or  less  of  an  individual  product" 

should  read  as  follows: 

“(iii)  $44.00  maximum  for  inspection 
of  each  carlot  equipment  when  more 
than". 

SUBmAPTER  C— REGULATIONS  AND  STAND- 
AGRIPULTURAL  market. 

FEDERAL  GRADING  AND  INSPECTION 
SERVICES 

Certain  Foes  and  Charges 

Under  authority  contained  in  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946,  as 
amended  (7  n.S.C.  1621  et  seq.),  the 
UJ3.  D^>artm^t  of  Agriculture  hereby 
amends  the  regulations  governing  the 
grading  and  inspection  of  domestic  rab¬ 
bits  and  edible  products  thereof  and  UJS. 
specifications  for  classes,  standards,  and 
grades  witti  respect  thereto  (7  CFR  Part 
54),  the  regulations  governing  the  vd- 
untory  inspection  and  grading  of  egg 
products  (7  CFR  Part  55).  the  regula¬ 
tions  govaming  the  grading  ofshell  eggs 
and  UJEL  standards,  grades,  and  weight 
classes  for  shell  eggs  (7  CFR  Part  56), 
and  the  regulations  governing  the  grad¬ 
ing  and  Inspection  of  poultry  and  edible 
products  thereof  and  UJS.  classes,  stand¬ 
ard,  and  grades  with  respect  thereto  (7 
CFR  Part  70),  as  set  forth  below: 

STATEimrr  of  Considerations 

Hie  costs  of  furnishing  the  voluntary 
resident  poultry,  egg.  and  rabUt  grading 
servlcee  and  the  volimtary  egg  products 
inspection  service  and  performing  the 
volimtary  nonresident  services  for  such 
products  have  steadily  risen.  Salaries  of 
Federal  and  State  employees  have  in¬ 
creased  and  other  program  costs,  such  as 
fringe  costs,  printi^  supplies,  and  travel, 
have  also  risen.  Last  year  these  programs 
opwated  on  a  deficit  basis.  The  Agricul¬ 
tural  Blarketlng  Act.  under  which  these 
programs  are  conducted,  requires  tha^t 
fees  charged  substantially  cover  the  costs 
oi  the  programs.  Therefore,  fees  and 
charges  must  be  increased. 

The  costs  supervising  and  adminis¬ 
tering  the  voluntary  resident  programs 
are  recovered  through  administrative 
(^larges  based  on  the  volume  of  product 
handled  in  the  plant  For  resident  poul¬ 
try  and  egg  programs,  the  amendments 
increase  ttiese  charges  and  change  the 
preset  system  of  charging  on  incre¬ 
ments  based  on  a  range  in  volume  ot 
poultry  and  eggs  handled  per  billing 
period  to  an  established  rate  per  case  of 
eggs  or  pound  of  poultry  with  minimiim 
and  maximum  limitations.  The  new  sys¬ 
tem  is  derigned  to  provide  additional 
revenue  and  make  it  easier  to 
charges.  The  administrative  charges  for 
the  voluntary  resident  rabbit  grading 
and  voluntary  egg  products  Inspection 
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programs  wU!  continue  to  be  based  on  25 
percmt  of  the  grader’s  or  inspector’s 
salary  but  the  amendments  increase  the 
minimum  charge  from  $50  to  $80  per 
billing  period.  This  is  consistent  with  the 
minimum  charges  for  the  poultry 
egg  programs.  The  increased  administra¬ 
tive  charges  are  only  the  second  such  ad¬ 
justment  since  1969. 

The  costs  of  performing  voluntary 
grading  and  inspection  services  on  a  non¬ 
resident  basis  are  recovered  through 
hourly  rates.  The  amendments  increase 
the  hourly  rates  for  the  nonresident  serv¬ 
ices  from  $12  to  $14  and  increase  the 
hourly  rates  for  such  services  performed 
on  Saturdays^  Sundays,  or  legal  holidays 
from  $15  to  $18.48.  The  fees  for  labora¬ 
tory  services  for  individual  laboratory 
tests  are  increased  in  accordance  with 
the  new  hourly  rates  based  on  the 
requiredito  perform  such  services  plus  10 
percent  to  cover  the  costs  of  reagents, 
breakage,  and  equipment  depreciation. 
The  hourly  increases  and  laboratory  test 
fee  Increases  are  only  the  second  adjust¬ 
ments  in  these  fees  since  1970. 

The  hourly  rate  to  be  charged  for  any 
laboratory  analysis  not  covered  by  an 
individual  test  or  for  other  applicable 
services  performed  in  the  laboratory  has 
been  increased  from  $13.20  to  $15.40.  The 
cost  of  rendering  laboratory  service  has 
Increased  proportionately  with  the  cost 
of  providing  other  services  on  a  nonresi¬ 
dent  basis.  This  also  makes  only  the  sec- 
mid  time  hourly  laboratory  rates  have 
been  adjusted  since  1970. 

The  amendments  are  as  follows: 

PART  54 — GRADING  AND  INSPECTION 

OF  DOMESTIC  RABBITS  AND  EDIBLE 

PRODUCTS  THEREOF;  AND  U.S.  S^ 

inCATIONS  FOR  CLASSES,  S^uSd- 

and  grades  with  respect 

THERETO 

1.  In  §  54.101,  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c) 
are  amended  to  read: 

§  54.101  On  a  fee  basis. 

•  ♦  •  •  • 

(b)  Fees  for  grading  service  will  be 
based  on  the  time  required  to  perform 
such  service  for  class,  quality,  quantity 
(weight  test),  or  condition  of  ready-to- 
cook  product.  The  hourly  charge  i)e 
$14  and  shall  include  the  time  actually 
required  to  perform  the  work,  waiting 
time,  travel  time,  and  any  clerical  costs 
involved  in  issuing  a  certificate. 

(c)  Oradhig  services  rendered  on  Sat¬ 
urdays,  Sundays,  or  legal  hoUdays  shmi 
be  charged  for  at  the  rate  of  $18.48  per 
hour.  Informatimi  on  legal  hcdidays  is 
available  from  the  Supervisor. 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  In  5  54.108,  paragraph  (a)  (8)  is 
amended  to  read: 

§  54.108  Cnntinnoiis  grading  performed 
on  a  resident  basis. 


(8)  An  administrative  service  charge 
equal  to  25  percent  of  the  grtuier’s  total 


salary  coste.  A  minimum  charge  of  $80 
will  be  made  each  billing  period. 


PART  55— VOLUNTARY  INSPECTION 

AND  GRADING  OF  EGG  PRODUCTS 

3.  In  §  55.510,  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c) 
are  amended  to  read : 

§  55.510  Fees  and  charges  for  services 
other  than  on  a  continnoos  resident 
basis. 

O  B  G  O  0 

# 

(b)  Fees  for  product  inspection  and 
sampling  for  laboratory  analysis  and  ap¬ 
peals  will  be  based  on  the  time  required 
to  perform  the  services.  The  hourly 
charge  shall  be  $14  and  shsdl  include  the 
time  actus^  required  to  perfmm  the 
sampling  and  inspection,  waiting  time, 
travel  time,  and  any  clerical  costs  in¬ 
volved  in  issuhig  a  certificate. 

(c)  Services  rmidered  on  Saturdays, 
Sundays,  or  legal  hoUdays  shall  be 
charged  for  at  the  rate  of  $18.48  per  hour. 
Information  on  legal  holidays  is  avaffl- 
aUe  from  the  Supervisor. 

B  B  B  B  B 

4.  Section  55.550  is  revised  to  read: 

§  55.550  Laboratory  analym  fees. 

(a)  The  fees  listed  for  the  following 
Individual  laboratory  analyses  cover  costs 
involved  in  the  preparation  and  analysis 
of  the  product,  certificate  issuanoe.  and 
personnel  and  overhead  costs  other  than 
the  expenses  listed  in  S  55.530: 

Fea 

SoUds _ _ _ _ $7.70 

Fat . . . . IS.  40 

Bacteriological  plate  count _  7.  TO 

Bacteriological  direct  count _ 16.40 

Ck>lU(mns  _ 11.66 

R.  CoU  (Presumptive) _ _ 11.66 

Yeast  and  mold  count _  7. 70 

Sugar _ 19.16 

Salt  _ _ _ - _ 19.16 

Color: 

NBPA _ 11.66 

B-Oarotme _ 16.40 

Whipping  test _ _  7.70 

Whipping  test  plus  bleeding-. _ 11. 66 

Fat  film  test _ 19.16 

Oxygen _ _ _  11.66 

Glucose: 

Quantitative  -  16.40 

Qualitative  _  11. 66 

PalatabUlty  and  odor: 

First  sample _  7. 70 

Each  additional  sample _  8.86 

Staphylococcus _  83. 10 

SalmoneUa:  * 

Stop  1 .  16.40 

Step  a _  7. 70 

Step  8 _  16.40 

*  SalmoneUa  test  may  be  in  three  steps  as 
foUows;  St^  1 — growth  through  differential 
agars;  step  1 — growth  and  testing  through 
triple-sugar-iron  and  lysine  iron  agars;  step 
8— confirmatory  test  through  blochemlcala. 

(b)  The  fee  charge  for  any  laboratory 
analysis  not  listed  in  paragnuA  (a)  of 
this  section,  or  for  any  other  applicable 
services  rendered  in  the  laboratoiy  shall 
be  based  on  the  time  required  to  perform 
such  analysis  or  render  such  service.  The 
hourly  rate  shall  be  $15.40. 
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5.  In  1 65.560,  paragraph  (a)  ^5)  Is 
amended  to  read: 

§  55.560  Oiarges  for  continuoits  inspec¬ 
tion  and  grading  sendee  on  a  resi¬ 
dent  basis. 

•  «  '  «  «  « 

(a)  •  *  * 

•  •  •  «  • 

(5)  An  administrative  service  charge 
equal  to  25  percent  of  the  grader’s  or  in¬ 
spector’s  total  salary  costs.  A  minimum 
charge  of  $80  will  be  made  each  billing 
period. 

•  •  «  «  • 


PART  56— GRADING  OF  SHELL  EGGS 

AND  U.S.  STANDARDS,  GRADES,  AND 

WEIGHT  CLASSES  FOR  SHELL  EGGS 

6.  In  S  56.46,  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c) 
are  amended  to  read: 

§  56.46  On  a  fee  basis. 

•  •  •  •  R 

(b)  Fees  for  grading  services  will  be 
based  on  the  time  required  to  perform 
the  services.  The  hourly  charge  shall  be 
$14  and  shall  include  the  time  actually 
required  to  perform  the  grading,  waiting 
time,  travel  time,  and  any  clerical  costs 
involved  in  issxiing  a  certificate. 

(c)  Grading  services  rendered  on 
Saturdays,  Sundasrs,  or  legal  holidays 
shall  be  charged  for  at  the  rate  of  $18.48 
per  hour.  Information  on  l^pal  holidays 
is  available  from  the  Suporvisor. 

7.  In  §  5662,  paragraph  (a)  (8)  is 
'  amended  to  read: 

§  56.52  Continnons  grading  performed 
on  a  resident  basis. 

«  *  •  •  * 

(a)  *  •  • 

(8)  An  administrative  service  charge 
based. upon  the  aggregate  number  of  30- 
dozen  cases  of  all  shell  eggs  handled  in 
the  plant  per  billing  period  multiplied  by 
$.014,  except  that  the  minimum  charge 
per  billing  p«4od  shall  be  $80  ^  and  the 
maximtmi  (diarge  shall  be  $825. 


PART  70— GRADING  AND  INSPECTION 

OF  POULTRY  AND  EDIBLE  POULTRY 

PRODUCTS  THEREOF;  AND  .U.S. 

CLASSES,  STANDARDS,  AND  GRADES 

WITH  RESPECT  THERETO 

8.  In  S  70.131,  paragraphs  (h)  and  (c) 
are  amended  to  read: 

§  70.131  On  a  fee  basis. 

(b)  Fees  for  grading  services  will  be 
based  on  the  time  required  to  perform 
such  aervioes  for  class,  quality,  quantity 
Iwdgbt  teeU ,  or  condition,  whether  live, 
dressed,  or  ready-to-cobk  poultry  is  in¬ 
volved.  The  hourly  charge  shall  be  $14 
and  tdiall  include  the  time  actually  re¬ 
quired  to  perform  the  woit:,  waiting  time, 
travel  time,  and  any  clerical  costs  In¬ 
volved  in  issuing  a  certifleate. 

*  Also  applies  where  an  approved  applica¬ 
tion  Is  In  effect  and  no  product  Is  handled. 


(c)  Grading  services  rendered  on 
Saturdays.  Sundays,  or  legal  holidays 
shall  be  charged  for  at  the  rate  of  $18.48 
per  hour.  Information  on  legal  holidays 
is  available  from  the  Supervisor. 

«  «  •  •  * 

9.  In  §  70.138,  paragraph  (a)  (8)  is 
amended  to  read: 

§  70.138  Continuous  grading  performed 
on  a  rendent  basis. 

«  •  *  •  * 

(a)  •  •  • 

(8)  An  administrative  service  charge 
based  upon  the  aggregate  weight  of  the 
total  volume  of  ^1  live  and  ready-to- 
co<^  poifitry  handled  in  the  plant  per 
billing  period  computed  in  accordance 
with  the  following: 

Total  pounds  per  billing  period  multiplied 
by  $.00014,  except  that  the  minimum  charge 
per  btlUng  period  shall  be  $80  *  and  the 
maximum  charge  shall  be  $625. 

•  •  •  *  • 

Legislation  requires  that  the  fees  and 
charges  for  grading  and  inspection  serv¬ 
ices  under  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Act  of  1946,  as  amended  (7  n.S.C.  1621 
et  seq.)  shall  be  reasonable  and  shall, 
as  nearly  as  possible,  cover  the  cost  of 
such  service. 

The  facts  upon  which  the  determina¬ 
tions  are  bas^  as  to  the  level  of  fees 
and  charges  necessary  to  cover  these 
costs  are  not  available  to  the  industry, 
but  are  peculiarly  within  the  knowle^e 
of  the  Department.  Therefore,  public 
rulemaking  would  not  result  in  the  De¬ 
partment  receiving  additional  informa¬ 
tion  on  this  matter. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553, 
it  is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice 
and  other  public  procedure, with  respect 
to  the  amendmeits  are  impracticable  and 
unnecessary,  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
making  the  amendments  effective  less 
than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Fedkral  RkcisTER  slnce  Increased  rev¬ 
enues  .are  urgently  needed  to  provide 
services. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  this’  20th 
day  of  October  to  become  effective  No- 
ve^er  9, 1975. 

Dokald  E.  Wilkinson, 
Adminhitrator. 

[FB  Doc.75-28660  Piled  10-23-75:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  III — ANIMAL  AND  PLANT 
HEALTH  INSPECTION  SERVICE,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  331— PLANT  PEST  REGULATIONS 
GOVERNING  INTERSTATE  MOVEMENT 
OF  CERTARil  PRODUCTS  AND  ARTICLES 

Subpart — MedKerranean  Fruit  Fly 
•  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  is  to  establish  emergengr  regulations 
to  prevent  the  spread  of  m  MMRterranean 
fruit  f|y.  • 

The  purpose  of  this  document  is  to 
give  notice  of  existence  of  a  hazardous 


*A]80  a]n>UM  whM*  snjqtproved  appUoa- 
tton  l8  in  effect  and  no  prodnet  la  handled. 


situation  because  of  the  discovery  of  the 
Mediterranean  fruit  fiy  in  Los  Angeles 
County.  Califomia,  and  to  establish 
emergency  regulations  under  the  Federal 
Plant  Pest  Act  (7  U.S.C.  150aar-150jj)  in 
order  to  control  the  movement  of  certain 
products  and  articles  which  present  a 
risk  of  spreading  the  Infestation  to  other 
fruit  and  vegetable  growing  areas  of  the 
United  States. 

Statement  of  considerations.  The  Med¬ 
iterranean  fruit  fly,  CeraMtis  capitate 
Wied.,  is  one  of  the  world’s'  most  de¬ 
structive  pests  of  fruits  and  vegetables, 
especially  citrus.  It  is  a  native  of  the 
Mediterranean  area  and  is  known  to 
attack  over  200  kin'ds  of  fhilts  and  veg¬ 
etables  apd  can  cause  serious  economic 
losses.  Heavy  infestation  can  cause  com¬ 
plete  loss  of  crops,  and  losses  of  25  to  50 
pm:ent  are  not  uncommon.  Its  ^ort  life 
cycle  permits  the  rapid  development  of 
serious  outbreaks. 

The  last  infestation  was  discovered  in 
Brownsville,  Texas,  in  June  1966  and  be¬ 
cause  of  prompt  emergency  measures  the 
fly  was  declared  eradicated  in  Novem¬ 
ber  25.  1966  (31  FR  14925).  Constant 
vigilance  against  reintroduction  of  the 
fly  and  prompt  eradication  efforts  are  the 
most  effective  means  of  dealing  with  this 
pest. 

The  present  infestation  in  Los  Angeles. 
Califomia,  was  discovered  in  Septembw 
1975. 

The  Plant  Protection  and  Quarantine . 
Programs  of  the  Animal  and  Plant  Healtii 
Inspection  Service  has  begun  an  in- 
jtenslve  Mediterranean  fruit  fly  eradi¬ 
cation  program.  In  order  to  prevent  the 
possibility  of  artificially  spreading  the  fly 
with  host  and  other  material,  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  Impose  restrictions  on  the  move¬ 
ment  of  such  materials  from  the  r^u- 
lated  area  into  noninfested  areas. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Plant  Pest  Act  (7  U.B.C, 
150aa^l50iJ) ,  Chapter,  m.  Title  7  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  to  Part  331  a  new 
S  333.1  and  a  subpart  heading  preceding 
said  section  as  follows: 

Subpart — MedRenranaan  FruR  Fly 

§  331.1  Notice  of  existence  of  emer¬ 
gency  and  regvlations  related  Uierelo. 

(a)  Infestations  of  the  Mediterranean 
fruit  fly  Ceratlfts  capttata  CWied.) ,  a 
dangerous  plant  pest  not  widely  preva¬ 
lent  or  distributed  within  and  throughout 
the  United  States,  have  been  foun(l  in  a 
portion  of  Los  Angeles  County.  Califor¬ 
nia,  and  it  has  been  determined  that  it  is 
necessary  to  adopt,  as  an  emergency 
measure,  a  rule  imposing  restaictions,  as 
provided  for  in  this  section,  upem  the  in¬ 
terstate  movement  of  certain  products 
and  articles,  from  the  r^^ulated  portion 
of  said  coimty  as  hereinafter  described, 
in  order  to  prevent  the  interstate  dis¬ 
semination  of  said  plant  pest.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  products  and  articles  listed  in 
paragraph  (h)  of  this  section  shall  not 
be  moved,  interstate  from  that  portion 
of  Los  Angeles  County,  CaUfomia, 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  a  point 
of  intersection  of  the  Pacific  Ocean  and 
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an  tmaglnary  Une  extending  due  south 
from  the  point  ediere  'HKNUiga  Canyon 
Road  intersects  Callfomla  State  Route 
1;  thence  extendhig  northerly  akmg  said 
Imaginary  line  to  said  point;  thence 
xmrtherly  along  Topanga  Canyon  Road 
to  its  Intersection  with  MulhoHand 
Drive;  thence  easterly  along  said  drive 
to  Its  Intersection  with  Interstate  405; 
thence  southerly  along  said  Interstate 
to  Its  Intersection  with  Interstate  10; 
thence  easterly  along  Interstate  10  to  Its 
Intersection  with  La  Clenega  Boulevard; 
thence  southerly  along  said  boulevard  to 
its  Intersectkm  with  Manchester  Boule> 
vard  (State  Highway  42) ;  thence  west¬ 
erly  along  Manchester  Boulevard  and 
Manchester  Avenue  to  the  Intersection 
of  Manchester  Avenue  and  Vista 
Mar;  thence  westerly  alcmg  an  imaidnary 
line  extending  due  west  from  such  inter¬ 
section  to  a  point  where  said  Imaginary 
line  intersects  the  Pacific  Ocean;  thence 
northwesterly  along  the  California  coast¬ 
line  frmn  said  point  to  the  point  of  begin¬ 
ning;  unless: 

(1)  Such  products  and  articles  have 
been  treated  to  destroy  Mediterranean 
fruit  ^  Infestations  in  accordance  with 
procedures  prescribed  by  the  Deputy  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Plant  Protection  and  Quar¬ 
antine  Programs,  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  ^rvice,  UJ3.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Ai^cultiuo.*  imder  the  direction 
of  an  inspector  authorised  by  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Administrator,  and  the  products  and 
articles  are  accompanied  by  a  certificate 
iMued  by  such  an  Inspector  signifying 
that  they  are  eligible  for  Interstate 
movement;  or 

(2)  Such  products  and  articles  origi¬ 
nate  In  an  area  In  the  said  regulated  por¬ 
tion  of  Los  Angeles  County,  which  has 
been  ln£g>ected  by  such  an  Inspector,  and 
he  has  found  that  the  interstate  move¬ 
ment  of  the  products  and  articles  from 
such  area  will  not  Involve  a  risk  of  dls- 
swnlnating  said  Infestations,  and  the 
products  and  miicles  are  accompanied 
by  a  certificate  Issued  by  such  an  inspec¬ 
tor  signifying  that  th^  are  eligible  for 
Interstate  movement;  or, 

(3)  Such  products  and  articles  are 
moved  tmder  permit  Issued  by  such  an 
Inspector  to  an  ^proved  .destination  for 
(xmsumptlon,  processing,  or  other  han¬ 
dling  in  accordance  with  procedures  pre¬ 


cucumbers,  dates,  eggplants,  figs,  grapes, 
olives,  peadies.  pears,  peppers,  plums, 
prunes,  pumpkins,  tejoeotes.  tomatoes 
(jdnk  and  red  rtpel,  and  watermelons, 
provided,  however,  that  said  products 
are  not  subject  to  this  regulation  If  quids 
frozen  or  canned; 

(2)  Any  other  products,  articles,  or 
means  of  conveycmce  of  any  character 
whatsoever,  not  covered  by  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  of  this  paragraph,  when  it  Is 
determined  by  an  Inspector  that  they 
present  a  hazard  of  spread  of  the  Medi¬ 
terranean  fruit  fly  and  the  perstm  In 
possession  thereof  has  been  so  notified. 

(See.  105.  71  Stet.  32,  aeo.  100.  71  Stat.  S3, 
sec.  107.  71  Stat.  34  (7  US.O.  ISOaa-lSOjJ); 
37  FR  28464.  28477.  as  amended;  38  FR 
19141.) 

Under  this  regulation,  specific  prod¬ 
ucts  and  articles  may  be  moved  Inter¬ 
state  from  the  described  portion  of  Los 
Angeles  County.  CTallfomla,  only  If  they 
have  been  treated  or  originate  In  certain 
areas  of  said  county,  or  are  moved  under 
permit  tasiled  by  an  authorized  inspector 
to  an  approved  destination  for  consump¬ 
tion,  processing,  or  other  approved  han¬ 
dling.  Such  measures  are  necessary  be¬ 
cause  an  emergency  exists  as  a  result  of 
recently  discovered  infestations  of  the 
Mediterranean  fruit  fly,  a  dangerous 
plant  pest  which  Is  not  widely  prevalent 
in  the  United  States. 

Inasmuch  as  such  infestation  must  be 
controlled  Immediately  to  prevent  the 
spread  of  the  Mediterranean  fruit  fly.  It 
Is  found  upon  good  cause  under  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  procedure  provisions  of  5 
UJS.C.  553,  that  notice  and  other  public 


Domeetic  rasulations 


procedure  regarding  this  regulatton  are 
Impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  contrary 
to  the  public  Interest,  and  good  cause  Is 
found  for  making  said  regulation  effec¬ 
tive  less  than  30  days  aftw  pubUeatlcm 
In  the  Fbdbbal  Rsoism. 

The  foregoing  regulation  shall  beemne 
effective  on  October  24.  1975. 

(It  la  hereby  certified  that  the  eocmomio 
and  Inflaitonary  impaeta  of  this  pn^iraaed 
r^^ulatkm  ha've  been  carefuUy  evaluated  In 
accordance  with  OMB  Circular  A-107.) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  22d 
day  of  October  1975. 

Thomas  O.  Dasuno, 
Acting  Deputg  Adminittrator, 
Plant  Protection  and  Qaaron- 
Une  Programe. 

(FR  Doc.75-88864  filed  10-23-76:8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES.  NUTS).  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

(Orange  Reg.  74,  Arndt.  1;  Oriq>efruit  Beg. 
76.  Arndt.  1;  Tangerine  Beg.  47.  Arndt.  1; 
Tangelo  Reg.  47.  Arndt.  1  ] 

PART  905— ORANGES.  GRAPEFRUIT.  TAN¬ 
GERINES.  AND  TANGELOS  GROWN  IN 
FLORIDA 

Amendment  of  Grade  and  Size  Regulations 
These  amendments  extmid  through 
September  26,  1976,  currmt  grade  and 
size  requirements  applicable  to  domestic 
and  export  shipments  of  Horlda  oranges, 
grapefruit,  tangerines  and  tangelos  as 
set  forth  In  the  following  taUe: 


Export  regulattooi 


Variety  Minimum  diameter  MlnlBUim  dUaaeter 

Minimum  grade  In  inches  (count  sIm  Minimum  grade  In  inchee  (count  du 
in  Hbu  carton)  in  Hbu  carton) 

Early  mldseasoa  U.S.  No.  1 . 2M«  (site  125) . U.S.  No.  1 . 2Me  (dae  Itt). 

oranges. 

NavN oranges . U.8.  No.  1,  Oolden . do .  U.S.  No.  1,  Q<ddea...  Do. 

Temple  oranges _ U.8.  No.  1.. . . do. _ _ U.S.  No.  1 _  Do. 

Muroott  honey  Florida,  No.  1 _ 2‘  He  (sUe  12(8 . Florida.  No.  I _ 2Me  (siie  15(8. 

oranges. 

Vatenda  oranges...  U.S.  No.  1 . 2Me  (die  125) . U.S.  No.  1 . 2He  (d*®  iW. 

Seeded  gn^Mfrult . do . »»H»  (die  40) . . . do . . SHe  (to48). 


Seedless  gn4>elriiit.  Improved  No.  2. . SHs  (slse  48) . Improved  No.  2 . .  SMe  (rise  64). 

Tangerines- . UA.  No.  1 . 2He  (sUe210) . U.S.  No.  I . SHe  taie246), 

Tangdos. . do— . . . 2He  (she  125) . do . . 2He  (die  lO) 


scribed  by  said  inspector,  when  upon 
evaluation  of  the  circumstances  involved 
In  each  specific  case  he  determines  that 
such  movement  will  not  result  in  the 
qpread  of  the  Mediterranean  fruit  fly  and 
requirements  of  other  applicable  Federal 
domestic  plant  quarantines  have  been 
met. 

(b)  The  following  products  and  ar¬ 
ticles  are  subject  to  the  emergency  meas- 
lures  imposed  under  this  section: 

(1)  Apples,  apricots,  avocados,  canta¬ 
loupes,  cherries  (sweet  and  sour) ,  citrus. 


^  Instructhms  are  avaUable  upon  request 
from  the  Deputy  Administrator,  Plant  Pro- 
teotton  and  Quarantine  Programs,  Animal 
and  Plant  Bealth  fn^MCtten  Service,  VA. 
Department  ot  Agriculture,  HyattsvUle,  MD 
20782,  or  from  an  inspector. 


Such  shlpmMits  of  Floridfi  oranges, 
grapefruit,  tangerines  and  ta^elos  are 
currently  regulated  through  October  26, 
1975,  pursuant  to  Orange  Regulation  74, 
Orap^rult  Regulation  76.  Tangerine 
Regulation  47  and  Tangelo  Regulation 
47.  The  extension  of  the  effective  period 
of  such  regulations  Is  necessary  to  pro¬ 
mote  (Hderly  marketing  and  provide  con¬ 
sumers  with  an  ample  supply  of  accept¬ 
able-quality  fndt. 

Notice  was  published  in  the  Fedehal 
Register  on  September  26,  1975  (40  FR 
44333),  that  cohsidmration  was  being 
given  to  amendment  of  the  regulations 
applicable  to  shipments  of  Florida 
(ranges,  grapefruit,  tangerines,  and  tan- 
geloe  handled  between  the  production 
area  and  any  point  outside  thereof.  The 


notice  provided  that  all  written  data, 
views,  or  argmnmits  In  connection  with 
the  proposed  amendments  be  submitted 
by  October  10, 1975.  None  were  received. 
The  regulations  were  recommended  by 
the  Orowers  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  maiketihg  agree- 
mNit,  as  amended,  and  Order  No.  905,  as 
amended  (7  C7FR  Part  905),  regulating 
the  handling  of  oranges,  grapefruit,  tan¬ 
gerines,  and  tangelos  grown  in  Florida. 
This  ixrogram  is  effective  under  the  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  UB.C.  601-674) . 

The  amendments  reflect  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  appraisal  of  the  need  for  reimla- 
tlon  of  shipments  of  the  sp^lfled  varie¬ 
ties  of  oranges,  grapefruit,  tangerines, 
and  tangelos  during  the  period  October 
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21,  1975,  through  September  26,  j.§96, 
based  on  ihe  ««ailahle  supply  -cnr- 
eei^  and  ftreapeotiye  mmrfcet  eondttions. 
The  ajnendments  are  neceamry  te  en¬ 
sure  the  continued  shiment  af  frutt  tif 
appropriate  grades  and  siams  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  both  growers  and  consumers. 
The  action  Is  necessary  to  maintain  or¬ 
derly  mai^eting  conditions  by  prevent¬ 
ing  the  adverse  effect  on  the  maitet 
caused  by  shipment  of  lower-guality 
smtdler-sixe  fruit  when  more  thmi  ampio 
supplies  of  the  more  desirable  grades 
and  sizes  are  available  to  serve  consum¬ 
ers*  needs.  The  amendments  are  consist¬ 
ent  with  the  objectives  of  the  act  of  pro¬ 
moting  orderiy  marketing  and  protect¬ 
ing  the  interest  of  oonstuners. 

After  consideration  of  aU  relevant 
matters  presented,  inoluding  the  pro¬ 
posals  set  forth  m  the  aforesaid  notice 
and  other  availaUe  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  amended  regn- 
lattoDS,  as  heretaafter  set  forth,  are  in 
aocordanoe  with  said  amended  market¬ 
ing  agreemeirt  and  order  and  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  pcrficy  of  the 
act. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  these  amendments  until 
SO  days  after  publication  In  the  Pedbbal 
Rkcister  (5  U.S.C.  553)  in  that  (1)  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rulemaking  conoesnlng 
these  amendments,  with  an  effective 
date  of  October  27,  1975,  was  published 
in  the  Pedbal  Ricism  on  September 
26, 1975  <40  Kl  44833) ,  and  no  objection 
to  these  amendments  or  such  effective 
date  was  received;  (2)  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  8upportii«  information  for 
regulation  of  the  aforesaid  fruits  during 
the  period  specified  herein  were  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Department  after  an  open 
meetmg  of  the  Growers  Administrative 
Committee  on  September  4.  1975.  which 
was  held  to  consider  recommendations 
for  regulation,  after  giving  due  nftjice 
of  such  meeting,  and  Interested  persons 
were  afltMrded  an  opportunity  to  submit 
their  views  at  this  meeting;  and  (3) 
compliance  with  the  amendments  win 
not  require  any  special  preparation  on 
the  pmt  of  the  persons  subject  thereto 
whkdi  cannot  be  completed  by  the  effec¬ 
tive  time  hereof. 

Order.  1.  m  i  905.560  (Orange  Regu¬ 
lation  74;  40  PR  42318)  the  Introductory 
porttone  of  paragrai^  (a)  and  <b)  are 
revised  to  read  ae  follows: 

§  90S.S60  Orange  Regohitkm  74. 

<a)  During  the  period  October  27, 
1975,  throu^  September  26.  1976.  no 
handler  shall  ship  between  the  produc- 
tkm  area  and  any  point  outside  thereof 
In  the  continental  United  States,  Can¬ 
ada,  or  Mexico: 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  During  the  period  October  27. 
1975.  through  Sept^ber  26,  1976,  no 
handler  shall  ship  to  any  destination 
outside  the  eontfaiental  United  States 
other  than  to  Canada  or  Mexico ; 
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2.  in  i^5fi63  tOrapefruit 
36;  40  FR  42317)  :the  inteoductory  por- 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  ate 
revised  to  read  as^oHows:  ~ 

■§  905,563  Crapefrult  Regulalion  76. 

<a)  During  the  period  October  27 
1975,  thrtmgh  September  26,  1976,  no 
handler  shall  ship  between  Ihe  produc- 
tkm  area  and  any  p(^t  outside  thereof 
in  the  continental  United  Siates,  Can¬ 
ada,  or  Mexico: 

•  •  •  •  ^ 

(b)  Daring  the  period  October  27, 
1975,  through  September  26,  1978.  no 
handler  shall  ship  to  any  destination  - 
outside  the  continental  United  Sttaes 
other  than  to  Canada  or  Mexico : 

•  •  •  •  * 

8.  In  I  905.561  (Tangerine  Regulation 
47;  40  PR  42319)  the  Introductory  pro- 
tlrnis  oS  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  are 
revised  to  read  as  foUows: 

6  905.561  Taagerine  Regulation  47. 

(a,)  During  the  period  October  27, 
1975,  through  Septraber  26,  1976,  no 
hamller  shall  ship  between  pro^c- 
tion  area  and  any  point  outside  thereof 
in  the  continental  United  States,  Can¬ 
ada,  or  Mexico: 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  During  the  period  October  27, 
1975,  through  September  26,  1976,  no 
handler  shall  ship  to  any 
outside  the  continental  United  States 
other  than  to  Caxuuia  or  Mexico: 

•  •  •  •  • 

4.  In  S  905.562  (Tangdo  Regulation 
47;  40  PR  42318)  the  introductory  por¬ 
tions  of  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  are  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  fc^ows: 

§  905.562  Tangdo  Regnlation  47. 

(a)  During  the  period  October  27, 
1975,  through  September  26,  1976,  no 
handler  shall  ship  between  the  produc¬ 
tion  area  and  any  point  outside  thereof 
in  the  eontinental  United  States,  Can¬ 
ada,  or  Mexico; 

*  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Daring  the  period  October  27, 
1875,  throuch  Sq?tember  26,  1976,  no 
handler  shall  ship  to  any 

outside  the  ccmtlnental  United  States 
other  than  to  Canada  or  Mexico: 

•  •  •  •  * 

1—19,  46  Btet.  81,  u  amended:  (7 
UJ3.O.e01-674))  ' 

Dated,  October  21. 1975.  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  October  27, 1876. 

Chaxlu  R.  BasDxa, 
Deputy  Director,  Frui^  and  Veg~ 

..  etaHAe  Dlviaion,  AgrieultmrcU 
Marketing  Service, 

ira  Doc.76-88714  Filed  10-a3-7B;8:4B  am] 

PART  911— UME8  GROWN  IN  FLORIIM 
RniM  and  Rtgulations 

Tills  amendment  adds  a  new  seetlan 
to  the  Rules  and  Regulatione  wirryptiy 


to  off^  pursuant  to  Marketing  Order 
itojl.  ^  nm  uBGtkm  requizes  each 
Tiaaoer,  whe  has  deUnqucot  uMem- 
whkAi  become  due  alter  Movem- 
ttie  lime  Admtnis- 
teaove  committee  Interest  of  tme  per- 
uent  per  month  on  any  ""iHiirl  assess- 
*»*«**»**«  80  days  sifter 

Qate  af  hOUng. 

”°*tee  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Rbgkses  fsBue  on  October  2,  1976  (40 
FR  45442-),  that  the  Department’ was 
Wwi^  coBsidersdion  to  a  proposal  to 
anrod  the  nfies  and  Tegidatlons  (Sub- 
part— Rales  and  RegidatioDs;  7  CPR 
,911.110-411.131)  under  provisions  of  the 
msa-kettag  agreement,  as  ammded,  and 
Ordm*  Mo.  911.  as  amended  (7  <3PR’part 
oil),  regulating  iSae  hftTwWngr  umoc 
grown  in  Florida,  effective  nt^Hr 
pMoable  prorisions  of  the  Agricnttoral 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1967  as 
amended  (7  US.C.  601-874).  No  com¬ 
ments  regarding  the  proposal  were  re¬ 
ceived. 

The  slow  payment  of  some  handlere 
has  caused  the  program  ad^tkxial  book¬ 
keeping,  clerical,- and  mailing  expense. 
DeUnqimnt  handlers  have  received  un¬ 
due  advantage  over  those  handlers  trtio 
have  paid  their  assessments  in  a  timely 
manner  in  that  unpaid  fimds  have  been 
used  as  Interest  free  short  term  capital. 

After  oonsidmition  of  all  relevant 
matters  presented,  including  that  in  the 
aforesaid  notice  which  was  submitted 
by  the  Florida  Ume  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee  (established  pursuant  to  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der  as  the  agency  to  administer  the  pro¬ 
visions  thereof) .  it  is  herelqr  found  ttiat 
the  amendment,  as  hereinafter  set  forth, 

of  the  rules  and  regulatimis  (Subpart _ 

Rules  and  Regulations) ,  pursuant  to 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order  is  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  said  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  and  will  tend  to  effectu¬ 
ate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act.  Tliere- 
fore.  Subpart— Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  said  amended  marketing  agreement 
and  order  is  hereby  amended  to  add  a 
new  1 911.155  to  read  as  follows: 

§  911.155  Deiiaqaent  aascoomems. 

Bach  handler  shall  pay  interest  of  one 
percent  per  month  on  any  impaM  assess¬ 
ment  balance  beginning  so  days  after 
date  of  billing.  Such  Interest  charge  is 
to  apply  to  any  unpaid  asseesments 
^rldi  become  due  ttie  Florida  Ume  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Committee  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  section. 

(Sees.  1-18,  46  Stat.  81,  u  axoeiuled;  n 

UB.0. 601-674)) 

Dated.  October  21,  1975,  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  November  30. 1975. 

Charles  R. 

'  Deputy  Director.  Fratt  oad 
VegetdbJe  Dteision.  Ayrical- 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

tFB  Doe.76  -66786  FMed  14.68-78:4:46  M] 
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(AtoomIo  Beg.  17,  Amdi.  It] 

PART  91S— AVOCADOS  GROWN  IN 
SOUTH  FLORIOA 

Maturity  RequIremenU 

llils  amendment  revises  tbe  maturity 
requirements  for  the  Booth  7.  Hickson, 
Lula,  Booth  8,  Chlca,  Cc^Qlnson,  Stanp- 
scm.  Vaca.  Marcus,  Booth  5,  Booth  10 
and  Ajax  varieties  of  Avocados.  Tliese 
varieties  will  mature  one  to  three  weeks 
sooner  than  they  currently  can  be 
shipped  at  specified  minimmn  welfi^ts  or 
diameters^  Unseascmal  growing  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  production  area  have  caused 
avocados  to  mature  earlier  than  In  prim: 
seasmis.  Weights  or  diameters  and  pick¬ 
ing  dates  are  Indices  used  at  harvest  to 
assure  that  avocados  are  mature  and 
will  ripen  satisfactorily  after  picUng. 

Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  . 
No.  915,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  915), 
regulat^  the  handling  of  avocados 
grown  In  South  Florida,  elective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and 
upmi  the  basis  of  the  recommendation  of 
the  Avocado  Administrative  Committee, 
established  imder  the  i^oresaid  market¬ 
ing  agreonent  and  order,  and  upon  other 
availaUe  information,  it  Is  hereby  found 
that  the  maturity  recrements  for  the 
handling  of  avocados,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  p^cy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  the  amendment 
stems  from  the  current  avocado  crop 
maturity  situation.  Maturity  studies  on 
the  specified  varieties  completed  recently 
Indicate  that  avocados  of  such  varieties 
win  be  mature  at  the  hereinafter  speci¬ 
fied  dates,  minimum  weights,  or  di- 
assetaa. 

f3)  It  Is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
Is  Impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  pifi}lic  Interest  to  give  me- 
llmlnary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule- 
making  procedure,  and  postpcme  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  amendment  until  30 
days  after  publication  thereof  In  the 
Federal  Register  (5  UB.C.  553)  In  that 
the  time  intervening  between  the  date 
vhen  Information  upon  which  this 
amendment  Is  based  became  available 
and  the  time  when  this  amendment  must 
bMXxne  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  Is  Insuffi¬ 
cient;  and  this  am^dment  r^ieves  re¬ 
strictions  cm  the  handling  of  specified 
varieties  oi  avcx^os. 

Order.  (1)  The  provisions  of  para- 
grcqh  (a)  (2)  of  { 915.317  (Avocado 
Regulation  17;  40  FR  24006;  26501; 
28048;  29068;  29812;  30793;  328231; 
33963;  38145;  41993;  44305;  47102)  are 
amended  by  revising  In  Table  I  the  dates 
iqipUcable  to  the  Booth  7,  Hlckscm,  Lula, 
Booth  8,  Chica,  Ccdlinson,  Simpson, 
Vaca,  Marcus,  Booth  5,  Booth  10  and 
Ajax  varieties  so  that  after  such  revision 
the  portion  of  Table  I  relating  to  such 
varieties  of  avocados  reads  as  follows: 


Minivnnm 

Minimum 

Minimum 

YvWr 

Date 

wdthtor 

I>at« 

w<4Kht  or 

nde 

weight  or 

Data 

di«ii(4er 

Uiameter 

dtameter 

0) 

(2) 

(D 

(4> 

(5) 

(6), 

(7) 

(8) 

BorikI _ 

t-lS-75 

16  ot 

10-  6-76 

12  oa 

10-20-75 

•  oa 

10-27-75 

a94«iu 

BooUT _ 

9^75 

Moa 

10-  6-78 

14  oa 

10-20-75 

844«tai 

.  _ .  _  _  .  . 

*-23-75 

12  oa 

10-  6-75 

10  oa 

10-30-73 

•Mtln 

2>>1« In 

Lna.. . 

10-4-75 

18  aa 

10-20-75 

Moa 

11-17-75 

I>Hain 

3M«in 

CUm. . 

•-J9-76 

12  oa 

10-13-75 

10  oa 

10-30-75 

STialn 

3M»  hi 

OoDtDMBl . 

*-30-75 

16  oa 

10-20-75 

Stanpwa . . 

10-  6-76 

16  OB 

lC-20-75 

SH«iD 

Vaca. . 

10-  6-75 

l6  oa 

10-20-75 

3^«in 

Marena . . — . 

0-23-75 

40  oa 

10-  6-75 

32  oa 

10-20-75 

24  ot 

11-17-75 

Booth  10 . 

10-13-75 

16  oa 

,  10-20-75 

Moa 

11-10-75 

S‘M»  ill 

3M*  hi 

Ajax . _ 

10-20-75 

16  oa 

11-17-75 

3‘M«  in 

Booth  5 . : . . . 

10-  6-75 

16  oa 

10-20-75 

3‘M«  In 

(Secs.  1-19, 48  Stat.  31.  as  amended;  7  UJ3.C.  601-674) 

Dated  October  20, 1975,  to  become  effective  October  20, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 
[FR  Doc.75-38613  Filed  10-23-75;8:45  am] 


[Qrapelrult  Reg.  16;  Amdt.  1) 

PART  944 — FRUITS;  IMPORT 
REGULATIONS 

Minimum  Grade  and  Size  Requirements 
for  Imports  of  Grapefruit 

This  amendment  extends  through 
September  26,  1976.  current  grade  and 
size  requirements  applicable  to  imported 
grapefruit  as  follows:.  Imported  seeded 
gnmefrult — UJS.  No.  1  and  3^6  inches 
in  diameter;  Imported  seedl^  grape¬ 
fruit — ^Improved  No.  2  and  3%o  Inches 
in  diameter.  The  requironents  are  the 
same  as  those  applicable  to  grapefruit 
produced  in  Florida  and  r^mlated  pur¬ 
suant  to  Marketing  Order  No.  905. 

Notice  was  puldished  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  September  26.  1975  (40  FR 
44334),  that  consideraticm  was  being 
given  to  a  proposed  amendment  which 
would  regulate  the  importation  of  grape¬ 
fruit  into  the  United  States.  The  notice 
provided  that  all  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  in  coimection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  be  submitted  by  (Octo¬ 
ber  10,  1975.  None  were  received. 

This  amendment  would  be  Issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  8e  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) .  This  section 
requires  that  whenever  specified  com¬ 
modities,  including  grapefruit,  are  r%- 
ulated  under  a  Federal  marketing  order, 
the  imports  of  that  cmnmodity  must 
meet  the  same  or  comparable  grade,  size, 
quality,  or  maturity  requirements  as 
those  in  effect  for.  the  domestically  pro¬ 
duced  commodity.  This  regulation  Is  the 
same  as  the  domestic  grade  and  size  reg¬ 
ulation  for  grapefruit,  issued  pursuant  to 
the  marketing  agreonent,  as  amoided, 
and  Order  No.  905,  as  amended  (7  C7FR 
Part  905),  regulating  the  handling  of 
oranges,  grapefruit,  tangaines  and  tan- 
gelos  grown  in  Florida,  which  becomes 
effective  October  27.  1975. 


It  is  hereby  foxmd  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
time  of  the  regulatory  provisions  of  this 
amaidment,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  be¬ 
yond  that  hereinafter  specified  (5  n.S.C. 
553)  in  that  (a)  the  requirements  of  this 
amended  import  regulation  are  Imposed 
pursuant  to  section  8e  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreanent  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-874),  which 
makes  such  requirements  mandatory; 
(b)  the  grade  and  size  requiranents  of 
this  amended  Import  regtdation  are  the 
same  as  those  being  made  aiH>ticable  to 
domestic  shlpasents  of  grapef^t  grown 
in  Florida  under  amende  Ghapefruit 
Regulation  76  (S  905.563) ;  (c)  notice 
that  sueh  action  was  bring  considered 
was  published  in  the  September  26, 1975, 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
44334) ,  and  no  objection  to  this  regula¬ 
tion  was  received;  (d)  the  provisions  of 
this  import  regulation  are  the  same  as 
those  contained  in  said  notice;  (e)  notice 
hereof  in  excess  of  three  dairs,  the  mini- 
miun  prescribed  by  said  section  8e,  is 
given  with  respect  to  this  Import  regu¬ 
lation  by  prescribing  an  effective  date 
of  October  27,  1975,  and  (f)  such  notice 
is  hereby  determined,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  to  be  reasonable. 

After  ccmslderation  of  '  all  relevant 
matters  presented,  including  the  pro¬ 
posal  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice, 
and  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  grade  and  size 
requirements  in  effect  pursuant  to  the 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order  shall  apply  to  grapefruit  to  be 
Imported. 

Order.  In  S  944.112  (Grapefruit  Regu¬ 
lation  16;  40  FR  42529)  the  Introductory 
text  of  paragraph  (a)  and  subpara¬ 
graphs  (1)  and  (2)  thereof  are  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 
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§  944.112  Grapefruit  Regulation  16. 

(a)  During  the  period  October  27, 1975, 
through  September  26,  1976,  the  impor¬ 
tation  into  the  United  States  of  any 
grapefniit  is  prohibited  vmless  such 
grapefruit  is  inspected  and  meets  the 
following  requirements: 

(1)  Seeded  grapefruit  shall  grade  at 
least  U.S.  No.  1  and  be  of  a  size  not 
smaller  than  inches  in  diameter,  ex¬ 
cept  that  a  tolerance  lor  seeded  grape¬ 
fruit  smaller  than  such  minimmn  size 
shall  be  permitted,  which  tolerance  shall 
be  applied  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  for  the  application  of  tolerances, 
specified  in  S  51.761  of  the  United  States 
Standards  for  Florida  Orapefruit;  and 

(2)  Seedless  grapefruit  shall  grade  at 
feast  Improved  No.  2  and  be  of  a  size 
not  smaller  than  3^6  inches  in  diameter, 
except  that  a  tolerance  for  seedless 
grrapefruit  smaller  tlian  such  minimum 
size  shall  be  permitted,  which  tolerance 
shall  be  applied  in  accordsmce  with  the 
provisions  for  the  ai^cation  of  toler¬ 
ances,  specified  in  §  51.761  of  the  United 
States  Standards  for  Florida  Orapefruit. 
(“Improved  No.  2“  shall  mean  grape¬ 
fruit  grading  at  least  U.S.  No.  2  and 
also  meeting  the  requirements  of  the  U.S. 
No.  1  grade  as  to  shape  (form)  and 
color.) 

•  *  *  •  • 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674) ) 

Dated,  October  21,  1975,  to  become 
effective  October  27, 1975. 

ChlARLES  R.  BRADER, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

I  PR  Doc.75-28726  Filed  10-23-75;8:46  am) 

CHAPTER  XIV— COMMODITY  CREDIT  COR¬ 
PORATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B— LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

(Cooperative  Marketing  Associations,  Price 
Support  EligibiUty  Beg.  Arndt.  3] 

PART  1425— COOPERATIVE  MARKETING 
ASSOCIATIONS 

Subpart — Eligibility  Requirements  for  Price 
^pport 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  regulations  Issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  (Tre^t  Corporation  and  published 
at  36  FR  13024  and  39  FR  14187  and 
27313,  which  set  forth  specific  eligibility 
requirements  for  cooperative  marketing 
associati(xis  desiring  to  participate  in  au¬ 
thorized  price  support  programs  are 


administer  ttie  proviskms-of  this  sub¬ 
part  under  the  general  direction  and  su¬ 
pervision  of  the  Deputy  Administrator. 
Programs,  in  accordance  with  program 
provisions  and  policy  determined  by 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  m  the 
field,  the  provisions  of  this  subpart  will 
be  administered  by  the  State  and  County 
Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conserva¬ 
tion  Committees,  and  where  applicable, 
the  Agricultural  StabUizaticm  mid  Con¬ 
servation  Service  Commodity  Office.  As 
used  in  this  part,  the  term  “CCC”  means 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and 
the  term  “ASCS”  means  the  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service. 

*  •  •  •  • 

2.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  1425.3  is 
amended  to  change:  (1)  The  office  where 
a  copy  of  the  application  form,  related 
questionnaire  and  regulations  may  be 
obtained;  (2)  The  office  where  inquiries 
reluting  to  such  documents  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed;  and  (3)  The  office  to  which  a 
cooperative  should  forward  its  applica¬ 
tion  and  required  information.  Paragraph 
(c)  is  amended  to  change  the  office  that 
will  request  information  annually  and 
paragraph  (d)  is  amended  to  change  the 
office  to  receive  current  changes.  The 
amended  paragrsqihs  (a),  (c)  and  (d) 
read  as  follows: 

§  1425.3  ApplicaticHi. 

(a)  Initial  approval.  A  cooperative 
which  desires  approval  to  obtain  price 
support  shall  submit  an  application  for 
a  determination  of  eligibility  with  respect 
to  each  of  the  commodities  listed  herein 
for  which  approval  is  sought.  An  appli¬ 
cation  form  and  related  questionnaire 
and  a  copy  of  the  regulations  appearing 
in  this  subpart  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Grains,  Oilseeds  and  Cotton  Division, 
Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250.  Inquiries 
relating  to  such  documents  should  also 
be  addressed  to  the  Grains,  Oilseeds  and 
Cotton  Division.  The  cooperative  shall 
forward  its  application  and  required  in¬ 
formation  to  the  Director,  Grains,  Oil¬ 
seeds  and  Cotton  Division,  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20250.  Applications  with  re¬ 
spect  to  each  of  the  commodities  listed 
herein  and  supporting  material  shall  be 
submitted  on  or  before  the  applicable 
date  listed  below  of  the  calendar  year  in 
which  the  cooperative  requests  approval 
to  participate  in  the  price  support  pro¬ 
gram  for  commodities  marketed  there¬ 
after,  or  by  such  later  dates  as  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Vice  President,  CCC,  may  au- 


modlty  shall  be  specified  in  such  program 
regulations.  Information  submitted  in 
connection  with  an  application  relative  to 
trade  secrets  or  financial  or  commercial 
operations  or  dealing  with  the  financial 
cimdition  of  an  applicant  cooperative 
shall  be  kept  confidential  by  the  officers 
and  employees  of  CXX;  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  and  shall  not  be  re¬ 
leased  except  to  the  extent  CCC  deter¬ 
mines  such  action  is  necessary  for  the 
conduct  of  the  price  support  program. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(c)  Annual  information.  Annually,  an 
approved  co(^)erative  shall  furnish,  when 
requested  by  the  Director,  Grains,  Oil¬ 
seeds  and  Cotton  EXvislon: 

(1)  An  audit  report  to  include  any  ac¬ 
companying  notes,  schedules  or  exhibits, 
certified  by  a  certified  public  accoxmtant 
as  fairly  representing  the  financial  con¬ 
dition  of  the  cooperative. 

(2)  A  statement  showing  Uie  total  ctq)- 
ital  Interest  in  the  cooperative  owned  by 
active  members,  and  the  total  capital 
interest  owned  by  inactive  and  nonmem¬ 
bers  by  each  separate  category. 

(3)  TTie  names  of  any  active  members 
who  own  in  excess  of  10  percent  of  the 
capital  of  the  cooperative  and  the 
amount  owned  by  each. 

(4)  The  quantity  of  each  commodity 
delivered  to  the  cooperative  for  maiiiet- 
ing  and  the  portion  thereof  received  from 
active  members. 

(5)  TTie  quantity  of  each  commodity 
tendered  to  CCC  for  loan  and  the  quan¬ 
tity  redeemed. 

(d)  Current  information.  An  approved 
cooperative  shall  fiumish  to  the  Director, 
Grains,  Oilseeds  and  Cotton  Division,  Im¬ 
mediately: 

(1)  Any  changes  in  its  articles  of  in¬ 
corporation,  bylaws,  resolutions,  or  mar¬ 
keting  agreement. 

(2)  Any  changes  in  officers,  directors, 
or  principal  ^ployees  and  conflict  of 
interest  statements  in  >  accordance  with 
§  1425.8(d). 

(3)  Any  change  in  pooling  operations 
with  an  explanation  of  the  change  and 
why  such  change  was  necessary. 

(4)  Additional  information  as  may  be 
requested  at  any  time  in  connection  with 
its  continued  approval  imder  this 
subpart. 

•  •  «  •  • 

Since  these  ^  are  administrative 
changes  and  will  have  no  effect  on  pro¬ 
gram  operations,  comiffiance  with  the 
notice  of  prc^osed  rulemaking  procedure 
would  be  impracticable  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest.  Therefore,  this 


amended  to  change  the  office  designated 
as  having  responsibility  for  administer¬ 
ing  the  proi^ons  tiiereof : 

The  regulations  are  changed  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  The  first  sentence  of  paragraph  (a) 
of  i  1425.2  is  amended  to  change  the  des¬ 
ignated  office  responsible  for  admlnls- 
toring  the  provisions  of  this  subpart.  The 
amended  paragraph  reads  as  follows: 

§  1425.2  Adminiatration. 

(a)  ResponsibiUty.  The  Grains,  Oil¬ 
seeds  ^nd  Cotton  Division,  ASCS,  will 


thorize  to  alleviate  hardship. 

Commodity  Date 

Cotton -  Aug.  1. 

Honey _  July  1. 

Rice  _  Aug.  1. 

Tung  oil -  Do. 

If  price  support  program  regulatons  for 
a  commodity  not  listed  above  require  a 
cooperative  to  obtain  approval  under  this 
siffipart  to  be  eligible  for  price  support, 
the  latest  date  for  filing  an  aM>lication 
for  approval  with  respect  to  such  corn- 


amendment  is  issued  without  compliance 
with  such  procedme. 

(Secs.  4  and  5,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended  (IS 
UB.C.  714  b  and  c) ) 

Effective  date:  October  24,  1975.  , 

Signed  at  WashingtiHi,  D.C.,  on:  Oc¬ 
tober  17,  1975. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 
(FR  Doc.75-28732  Filed  10-23-7S;8:46  am] 
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_  proposed  rules  _ _ 

This  Bsctioii  of  ths  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  ef  rules  and  roculalioits.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interasted  persons  an  opportunity  to  partici|>ate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Law  Enforcem^  Assistance 
Administration 

[28CFRPart20] 

CRIMINAL  HISTORY  RECORDS 

Collaction,  Storage,  and  Dissemination  of 
Information 

This  pixvoeed  legulaUou  amoids  the 
regulations  pertaining  to  the  collection, 
storage  and  dissemination  of  criminal 
history  record  Inloimatitm. 

These  amendments  are  based  upon  a 
reevaliiailoa  of  the  dedication  reouire- 
ment  by  the  Department  of  Justice  and 
the  perroaiive  eeaments  of  many  State 
and  local  ollclals  who  have  stated  that 
dedication  of  the  erimtaal  Justice  Infor- 
matkm  9at«a  would  cause  highly  ea- 
cesMve  taacreaeee  In  present  crtealnal  Jus- 
ties  aystem  expenditures  and  that  other 
i^roprtatc  ihethods  are  ayailahle  to  as¬ 
sure  the  security  of  criminal  Justioe  in- 
fonnatlon. 

The  aznoubnents  also  extend  the  date 
on  which  the  State  idan  must  be  sub¬ 
mitted. 

Hearings  on  the  pri^Msed  changes  win 
be  held  Novembw  17.  and  If  necessary 
November  18.  1975,  beginning  at  10  ajn. 
In  the  3rd  Floor  Conference  Room,  633 
Indiana  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Two  other  hearings  are  planned  to  be 
held  November  21.  1975,  in  Atlanta, 
Georgia  and  December  4.  1976,  In  San 
Ftandsco,  California.  Interested  persons 
who  wish  to  testify  should  notify  Thomas 
J.  Madden.  General  Counsel,  Law  En¬ 
forcement  Assistance  Administration, 
UH.  Depeutment  of  Justice.  633  Indiana 
Avenue,  NW..  Washingtim.  D.C.  20531  no 
later  than  five  days  before  eadi  hearing. 

The  selected  commentary  dealing  with 
the  proposed  amoidiheiltB  are  deleted: 
120.21,  the  second  sentence;  1 20.21  (D 
(2)  in  its  entirety. 

Written  views  on  the  pngxised  regula- 
tloDs  should  be  submitted  to  the  t^RAA 
OlOoe  of  General  Cbonsd  no  later  ttian 
December  5. 1975.  • 

Purstomt  to  the  authority  vested  In 
the  Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Admin¬ 
istration  by  sections  501  and  524  of  the 
OmnlbOB  Crime  Ccmtrol  and  Safe  Streets 
Act  of  1968,  as  amended  by  the  Crime 
Control  Act  of  1973,  Pub.  L.  93-83,  87 
Stat  197  (42  US.C.  3701  et  seq.}  (Aug.  6. 
1973),  this  amendment  to.  Chapter  1  of 
Title  28  of  the  Code  of  Pederal  Regula¬ 
tions  Is  proposed. 

In  1 20.21  the  first  sentence  of  the  in¬ 
troductory  teitt  Is  deleted  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  two  sentences  are  added  and  par- 
agn^dx  (f)  Is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 


§  20.21  Preparatkm  sad  cabmisaioii  of 
a  Criminal  History  Record  Informa- 
tion  Plan. 

A  plan  shall  be  sulunltted  to  LEAA  by 
each  State  on  or  before  March  16. 1976, 
to  set  forth  all  igieratlonal  procedures, 
except  those  contained  in  paragraidi  (f ) 
of  this  section.  A  supplonental  plsm  cov¬ 
ering  paragraph  (f )  of  this  section  shall 
be  submitted  no  later  than  60  days  after 
the  amendment  to  paragraph  (f)  of  this 
section  becomes  effective.  •  •  • 

«  •  •  •  • 

(f)  Securitif.  Insure  confidentiality 
and  security  of  criminal  history  record 
lxif<mDaatlau  by  providing  that  wbere- 
ever  criminal  history  record  information 
is  eolleeted,  stored,  or  diessininsted,  each 
State  riudl  ensure  that: 

(1)  Where  coiaputerixed  data  proc- 
esring  Is  employed,  rifeettve  and  tech¬ 
nologically  advanced  s(tf  tvrare  and  hard¬ 
ware  designs'^are  institutsd  te  prevent 
unauthorised  access  to  such  information. 

(2)  Access  to  criminal  history  record 
information  system  facilities,  systems 
operating  environments,  data  file  con¬ 
tents  whether  while  In  use  or  when 
stored  in  a  media  library,  and  syston 
documentation  conforms  with  security 
standards  established  by  State  legisla¬ 
tion  or,  in  the  absence  of  such  legisla¬ 
tion,  by  regulations  approved  or  issued 
by  the  governor  of  the  State. 

(3)  A  criminal  Justice  agency  shall 
have  authority  to  set  and  enforce  policy 
concerning  those  computer  operations 
whirii  support  criminal  history  record 
information  processing,  by  qxecifically 
Iirovld&ig  that: 

(i)  Criminal  history  record  Informa- 
tloh  be  stored  by  the  compu^  in  such 
manner  that  It  cannot  be  modified,  de¬ 
stroyed,  accessed,  changed,  purged,  or 
overlaid  in  any  fashion  by  non-criminal 
Justice  terminals. 

(U)  A  designated  criminal  Justice 
agency  employee  will  specify  and  certify 
for  operational  use  programs  that  will 
prohibit  inquiry,  record  updates,  or  de- 
struetton  of  records  from  any  terminal 
other  than  criminal  Justice  system  ter¬ 
minals  which  are  so  designated. 

(iii>  The  destruction  td  records  Is  lim¬ 
ited  to  speelfieMly  designated  terminals 
under  the  direct  control  of  the  criminal 
Justioe  agency  respimslble  for  aeattag  or 
storing  the  criminal  hlstcry  record 
Information. 

(iv)  Designated  criminal  Justice 
agency  employees  win  qxeclfy  and  certify 
f(w  operational  use  surix  programs  to 
detect  and  store  for  their  output  aU  un- 
auttxoriaed  attempts  to  penetrate  any 
criminal  history  record  information  sys¬ 
tem,  program,  or  file. 


(V)  Such  program(s)  shaD  be  known 
only  to  criminal  Justice  agency  employees 
re^nsible  for  criminal  history  record 
information  system  contrtd  or  Individuals 
and  agencies  pursuant  to  a  specific  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  criminal  Justice  agency  to 
provide  such  programs  and  the  pro¬ 
gram  (s)  kept  continuously  under  maxi¬ 
mum  security  conditiois. 

(4)  A  criminal  Justice  agency  will: 

(i)  Select  and  supervise  all  personnel 
authorized  to  have  direct  aooees  to  such 
Information. 

(11)  Assure  that  an  lixdivldual  or  agen¬ 
cy  authoriued  direct  aeoess  Is  respoosRde 
for  (A)  the  physical  security  of  criminal 
blatory  record  tofonmariMX  under  Its  eon- 
trol  (M*  In  Its  custody  asxd  (B)  tha  protos- 
tlon  of  such  Infonaaitloo  from  uwau- 
thorized  aoesas,  disclosure,  or  iRaiwidnn- 
tiOQ. 

(til)  Institote  procedures  to  reaaowably 
protect  any  central  repository  of  criminal 
history  record  information  from  uaan- 
thorized  access,  theft,  sabotage,  fire, 
flood,  wind,  or  other  natural  or  man¬ 
made  disasters. 

(iv)  Provide  that  each  employee  work¬ 
ing  with  or  having  access  to  criminal  his¬ 
tory  record  Information  is  familiar  with 
the  substance  and  intent  ot  these  regula¬ 
tions;  and 

(V)  Provide  that  direct  access  to  crim¬ 
inal  history  records  information  shall  be 
available  only  to  authorized  officers  or 
employees  of  a  criminal  Justtee  agency 
and.  as  necessary,  other  auttxorized  per¬ 
sonnel  essential  to  the  proper  operatkm 
of  the  criminal  history  record  infonna- 
tlCKx  system. 

•  •  •  •  '  • 

2.  Section  20.23  is  revised  to  read  as 
fcdlows: 

§  20.23  Tinmnirntiitinii  i  Approval  by 

LEAA. 

Within  90  days  of  that  receipt  of  the 
plan.  LEAA  Shan  approve  or  disapprove 
the  adequacy  of  the  provisions  of  the 
plan  and  certifleatton.  Evaluation  of  the 
plan  by  LEAA  wlU  be  based  upon  whether 
the  procedures  set  forth  win  accomplish 
the  required  obJectlTm.  The  evalxmtlon 
(rf  the  certlflcatlon(8)  will  be  based  upon 
vrixether  a  good  faith  effort  has  been 
rixown  to  Initiate  and/or  furiher  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  plan  and  regulations.  All 
procedures  in  the  approved  plan  must  be 
fully  operatiimal  a^  implemented  by 
Deoonber  31.  1977.  crertlflcation  shaU  be 
submitted  in  December  of  each  year  to 
LEAA  until  such  complete  (xxnpliance. 
The  yearly  certifleatton  shall  update  the 
Information  provided  Under  1 20 Jl. 

RlCHSRO  W.  VXIJNK. 

Adviinisirator. 

October  15, 1975. 

(FR  Doc.75-38752  PUed  10-28-76:8:45  am] 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marlieting  Service 
[7CFR  Part  909] 

GRAPEFRUIT  GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND 

DESIGNATED  PART  OF  CAUFORNIA 

Proposed  Rulemaking 

This  notice  provides  interested  persons 
an  opportimity  to  comment  upon  a  pro¬ 
posal  submitted  by  the  Grapefruit  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Cominittee.  llie  proposal  is 
that  the  Department  issue  a  regulation 
which  dining  the  period  December  1, 
1975,  through  August  31.  1976,  would  set 
a  minimum  grade  of  U.S.  No.  2  and  a 
minimum  diameter  of  3%6  Inches  for  the 
handling  of  grapefruit  grown  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Arizona,  except  that  initial 
handlers  may  handle  grapefruit  smaller 
than  3%o  inches  in  diameter  directly  to 
destinations  in  states  other  than  Califor¬ 
nia,  Arizona,  Florida,  and  Texas,  provid¬ 
ing  that  grapefruit  so  handled  to  desti¬ 
nations  in  Washington,  Oregon,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Idaho,  Wyoming,  Nevada,  and 
Utah  shall  measure  not  smaller  than 
Inches  in  diameter.  There  would  be 
no  minimum  size  requirement  for  grape¬ 
fruit  handled  to  destinations  in  all  other 
states  and  to  export  markets. 

Ccmsideratlon  is  being  given  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  proposal  submitted  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Committee,  established  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Marketing  Order  No.  909,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  909),  regulating 
the  handling  of  fresh  grapefruit  grown 
in  AriziMia  suid  designated  part  of  C^- 
fomia.  This  program  is  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S,C.  601- 
674). 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  pr(HX>sal  should  file  the 
same  in  quadruplicate  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Room  112A,  UH.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20^50,  not 
later  thsin  November  7. 1975.  All  written 
submissions  made  pursuant  to  this  notice 
will  be  made  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  CTerk 
during  regular  business  hohrs  (7  CFR 
1.27(b)). 

The  Administrative  Committee  on  Oc¬ 
tober  2, 1975,  held  a  meeting  to  consider 
the  need  for  regulation  during  the  cur- 
r^t  season.  The  recommendations  of  the 
committee  reflect  its  appraisal  of  the 
crop  and  current  and  prospective  market 
oondltiims.  Orsqjefruit  is  reported  to  be 
of  good  quality  this  year,  and  sizes  are 
reported  to  be  larger  than  last  year.  The 
committee  believes  that  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  regulation  hereinafter  «)eci- 
fled  is  necessary  to  achieve  the  objectives 
of  the  act  In  the  Interests  of  producers 
and  consumers. 

The  imposed  S  909.341  reads  as 
follows: 

§  909.341  Grapefruit  Regulation  41* 

(a)  Order.  (1)  Except  as  otherwise 
provided  in  paragraph  (a)  (2)  tii  this  sec- 
tlcm.  during  the  period  December  1, 1979, 
through  August  31, 1976,  no  handler  shall 
handle  from  the  State  Califmmia  tx 


the  State  of  Arizona  to  any  point  out¬ 
side  thereof  accept  Mexico: 

(D  Any  grap^ruit  which  do  not  meet 
the  requirements  for  the  UJS.  No.  2  grade 
which  for  purpose  of  this  sectimi  abaJi 
Include  the  requirement  that  the  grape¬ 
fruit  be  fairly  well  colored,  Instead  of 
slightly  colored,  and  including  as  a  part 
of  the  fairly  well  formed  requirement, 
the  requirement  that  the  fruit  be  free 
from  pe^  that  is  more  than  1  inch  in 
thickness  at  the  stem  end  (measured 
from  the  flesh  to  the  highest  point  of 
the  peel) :  Provided,  That  In  lieu  of  the 
tolerance  provided  for  the  U.S.  No.  2 
grade,  the  following  tolerances,  by  count, 
shall  be  allowed  for  the  defects  listed: 

(a)  10  percent  for  fruit  which  Is  not 
at  least  fairly  well  colored ; 

(b)  10  percent  for  defects  other  than 
color,  but  not  more  ^an  one-twentieth 
of  this  amount,  or  one-half  of  1  percent 
shall  be  allowed  for  decay  and  not  more 
than  one-half,  or  5  percent,  shall  be 
allowed  for  any  single  defect  caused  by 
broken  skins,  sunburn,  scars,  or  ped  that 
is  more  than  1  inch  in  thickness  at  the 
stem  end;  or 

(il)  Any  grapefruit  which  measure 
less  than  3%6  inches  in  diameter:  Pro~ 
vided.  That  such  diameter  requirement 
shall  not  apply  to  Individual  packages 
containing  10  pounds  or  less  in  a  lot  and 
individual  packages  containing  more 
than  10  pounds  in  a  lot  may  contain  not 
to  exceed  10  percent  of  grapefruit  of  a 
size  smaller  thui  S^e  inches  in  diameter, 
if  the  lot  as  a  whole  does  not  contain 
more  than  5  percmt  of  such  idze:  Pro¬ 
vided,  further.  That  in  determining  the 
percentage  of  grapefruit  in  any  lot  which 
are  smaller  than  3%e  Inches  in  diameter, 
such  percentage  shall  be  based  only  on 
the  grapefruit  in  such  lot  which  are  of 
a  size  31^6  inches  in  diameter  and 
smaller. 

(2)  Pubject  to  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this  section,  any 
handler  may,  but  only  as  the  initial  han¬ 
dler  thereof,  handle  grapefruit  snu^er 
than  3%6  Inches  in  diameter  directly  to 
a  destination  in  Zones  4,  5,  or  6  and  if 
the  grapefruit  is  so  handled  to  Zone  4, 
the  grapefruit  does  not  measure  less  than 
3^6  inches  in  diameter:  Provided,  That 
such  diameter  requirement  shall  not 
apply  to  Individual  packages  containing 
10  pounds  or  less  in  a  lot  and  individual 
packages  containing  more  than  10 
pounds  in  a  lot  may  contain  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  10  percent  of  grapefruit  of  a  size 
smaller  than  Stic  Inches  in  dlametor,  if 
the  lot  as  a  whole  does  not  contain  more 
than  S  percent  of  such  size:  Provided, 
further.  That  in  determining  the  per¬ 
centage  oi  grap^ruit  In  any  lot  which 
are  smaller  than  3%e  inches  in  diameter, 
such  percentage  shall  be  based  only  on 
the  gnipefruit  In  such  lot  which  are  of  a 
size  3iH«  Inches  In  diameter  and  smaller. 

(b)  As  used  herein,  Tiandler’’, '‘grape¬ 
fruit”.  “handle”,  “Zone  4",  “Zone  5”,  and 
“Z<me  6”  Shan  have  the  same  meaning 
as  wh«a  used  In  said  amended  marketing 
order;  the  terms  “U.S.  NO.  2”,  “faliiy  wen 
o(4(H«d”,  “sUeditty  colored”,  and  “fairly 
weU  formed”  shal  have  the  same  mean¬ 
ing  as  when  used  in  the  revised  Uhlted 


States  Standards  for  Orapefrult  (Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Arizona),  7  CFR  51.925- 
51.955;  and  “diameter”  shall  mean  the 
greatest  dlmensicm  measured  at  right 
angles  to  a  line  from  the  stem  to  the 
blossom  end  of  the  fruit. 

Dated:  October  21, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service.  . 

[FB  1)00.75-28727  PUed  10-28-76:8:46  am] 


L7  CFR  Part  910] 

HANDLING  OF  LEMONS  GROWN  IN  ARI¬ 
ZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART  OF  CAL¬ 
IFORNIA 

Proposed  Amendment  of  Rules  and 
Regulations 

This  notice  Invites  written  comment, 
not  lata:  than  Novanber  17,  1975,  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  proposed  reapportimunent  of 
the  grower  memba*  representation  on  the 
Lemon  Administrative  Committee  under 
MaiiEettng  Order  No.  910. 

Notice  Is  herein  given  that  the  Daiart- 
ment  Is  caisiderlng  a  proposed  amend¬ 
ment,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  to  the 
rules  and  regtdations  (Subpart— Rules 
and  Regulations;  7  CFR  910.100-910.180; 
36 IR 17486)  currently  In  effect  pursuant 
to  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
marketing  agreanent,  as  amaided,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  unended  (7  CFR  Part 
910) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  Lemons 
grown  in  Arizona  and  designated  part  of 
California,  hereinafter  referred  to  col¬ 
lectively  as  the  “order.”  Tills  to  a  regula¬ 
tory  program  effective  unda  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  UJ3.C.  601-674).  The 
amendment  to  said  rules  and  regulations 
was  unanimously  recommended  by  the 
Lemon  Administrative  Committee,  estab¬ 
lished  unda  the  orda  as  the  agency  to 
administer  the  terms  and  provisions 
thereof. 

The  proposal  Involves  realignment  of 
growa  representation  on  said  commit¬ 
tee  as  a  result  of  changes  in  the  affiliation 
(with  handlers)  of  certain  groups  of 
growers.  Unda  the  order,  grower  mem¬ 
bership  on  the  committee  Is  divided 
among  three  growa  groups;  The  “oo-op 
which  markets  more  than  60  percent  of 
the  lemons”  (The  principal  cooperative 
marketing  organization) ;  “other  co¬ 
ops;”  and  *Tndependait8”  who  are 
growers  hot  affiliated  with  any  coopera¬ 
tive  marketing  organization.  Recently,  a 
group  of  growers  who  <4)erate  a  packing¬ 
house  changed  their  group  affiliation 
fran  the  “co-op  wfaldi  markets  more 
than  60  percent  of  the  lanons”  to  “other 
co-ops”.  As  such  change  in  affiliation 
does  not  reduce  the  volume  of  the 
principal  coaierative  marketing  or¬ 
ganization  below  the  more  than  60  per¬ 
cent  level  the  grower  representation  as¬ 
signed  to  that  group  would  not  be 
changed.  However,  the  change  Increases 
the  volume  of  the  “other  co-ops”  from 
4.15  percent  to  6.27  percent  based  on 
volume  of  regulated  shipmmts  In  the 
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fiscal  year  aided  July  31.  1975.  The 
volume  of  such  shipments  by  the  “in¬ 
dependents”  group  was  9.01  percent.  On 
the  basis  of  estimated  production  for  the 
1975-76  fiscal  year,  the  volume  controlled 
by  the  “otiier  co-ops”  and  “Indwnd- 
ents”  is  approximately  10  and  11  percent, 
respectively.  Hence,  the  volume  con¬ 
trolled  by  ^ese  two  groups  is  more  nearer 
equal  than  when  the  current  appor¬ 
tionment  was  made,  and  the  proposed 
action  would  equalize  grower  representa¬ 
tion  between  them  by  reducing  the  “in¬ 
dependents”  grower  representation  from 
three  members  to  two  and  increasing  the 
“other  co-ops”  grower  representation 
from  one  to  two.  Total  grower  monber- 
shlp  on  the  committee  would  remain  un¬ 
changed  at  eight  members. 

The  proposal  is  as  follows: 

Amend  1910.120  Change  in  grower 
representation  to  read  as  follows: 

§  910.120  Quuige  in  grower  represen* 
tatimi. 

Pursuant  to  S  910.22(h)  grower  repre¬ 
sentation  on  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee  for  purposes  of  IS  910.20  and 
910.22  diaU  be  as  follows: 


C<H>pMore 

UumMpet 

Other 

ecHipe 

Inde- 

peudeaU 

District  1.... 

1 

0 

0 

Distiiet  2.... 

O 

1 

1 

Distiiet  S... 

1 

1 

1 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  for 
consideration  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  committee  realignment,  shall 
file  the  same,  in  quadruplicate,  with  the 
Hearing  Clei^,  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Room  112,  Administra¬ 
tion  Building,  Washington.  D.C.  20250, 
not  later  than  November  17,  1975.  All 
written  submissions  made  pursuant  to 
this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  Inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  business 
hours  (7  CPR  1.27(b) ) . 

Dated:  October  21. 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg~ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.76-a8728  Filed  10-23-76; 8; 45  am] 


[7CFRPart932] 

OLIVES  GROWN  IN  CAUFORNIA 

Proposed  Expenses,  Rate  of  Assessment, 
and  Carryover  of  Unexpended  Funds 

This  notice  invites  written  comments 
relative  to  the  proposed  Olive  Adminis¬ 
trative  Cmnmlttee  expenses  of  $870,450 
and  an  assessment  rate  of  $15.00  per  ton 
of  regulated  California  olives  to  support 
committee  activities  during  the  1975-76 
fiscal  year  under  marketing  Order  No. 
932.  The  committee  has  also  proposed 
that  imexpended  assessment  bioHne 
from  1974-75  and  prior  years  be  carried 
over  as  a  reserve. 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  proposals  submitted  by  the  Olive 


Administrative  C(Hnmittee,  established 
pursuant  to  the  marketing  agrc^oit,  as 
amoided.  and  Order  No.  932,  as'amended 
(7  CFR  Part  932) ,  as  the  agency  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  terms  and  provisions 
thereof.  Said  agreement  and  order  regu¬ 
late  the  handling  of  olives  grown  in  Cal¬ 
ifornia  and  are  effective  under  Uie  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreonent  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-d74) . 

The  proposals  are  as  follows: 

(a)  That  expenses  which  are  reason¬ 
able  and  likely  to  be  incurred  by  the  Olive 
Administrative  Committee  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  Septanbo:  1,  1975,  through  Au¬ 
gust  31. 1976,  will  amount  to  $870,450. 

(b)  That  the  rate  of  assessment  for 
said  period,  payable  by  each  first  handler 
in  accordance  with  1 932.39,  be  fixed  at 
$15.00  per  ton  of  olives. 

(c)  That  unexpended  assessment  funds 
in  excess  of  expenses  incurred  drudng  the 
fiscal  year  ended  August  31,  1975,  and 
prior  years  be  carried  over  as  a  reserve 
in  accordance  with  the  applicable  provi¬ 
sions  of  I  932.40. 

Terms  used  in  the  amended  marketing 
agreonent  and  order  shall,  when  used 
herein,  have  the  same  meaning  as  is 
given  to  the  respective  term  in  said 
amoided  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  argmnents  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  aforesaid  proposal  shall  file 
the  same.  Ih  quadruplicate,  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  United  States  Department 
ot  Agriculture,  Room  112A,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  not  later  than  Novonber  15, 
1975.  All  written  submissions  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  notice  will  be  made  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk  dming  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hoiurs  (7  CFR  1.27(b) ) . 

Dated:  October  20, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-28661  Piled  10-23-76;8;45  am] 


[7  CFR  Part 971] 

LETTUCE  GROWN  IN  LO¥fER  RK)  GRANDE 
VALLEY  IN  SOUTH  TEXAS 

Proposed  Expenses  and  Rate  of 
Assessment 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  au¬ 
thorizing  the  South  Texas  Lettuce  Com¬ 
mittee  to  spend  not  more  than  $20,200 
for  its  operations  during  the  fiscal  pe¬ 
riod  ending  July  31, 1976,  and  to  collect 
one  cent  ($0.01)  per  carton  of  lettuce 
handled  by  first  handlers  under  the  pro¬ 
gram. 

The  committee  is  the  administrative 
agency  established  under  Marketing 
Agreement  No.  144  and  Order  No.  871 
regulating  the  handling  of  lettuce  grown 
in  the  Lower  Rio  Grande  Valley  in  South 
Texas.  This  program  is  effective  under 
tlM  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601 
et  seq.) . 


All  persons  who  desire  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  c(m- 
neetion  with  these  proposals  may  file 
the  same,  in  duplicate,  with  ttie  Bear¬ 
ing  deik,  Ro(»n  113-A,  UB.  Department 
of  Agriculture.  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
not  later  than  November  6,  1975.  All 
written  comments  win  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Cleric  during  regular  business 
hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

The  proposed  1 971.215  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  971.215  Expenses  and  rate  of  assoss- 

•  menl. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  during  the  fiscal 
period  aiding  July  31, 1976,  by  the  South 
Texas  Lettuce  Conmlttee,  for  its  main¬ 
tenance  and  functioning,  and  for  such 
purposes  as  the  Secretary  determines  to 
be  appropriate  will  amount  to  $20,200. 

(b)  The  rate  trf  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  in  accordance  with  this 
part,  shall  be  one  cent  ($0.01)  per  carton 
of  assessable  lettuce  hanffied  by  him  as 
the  first  handler  during  the  fiscal  period. 

(c)  Unexpended  liMXime  in  excess  of 
expoises  for  the  fiscal  period  may  be 
carried  over  as  a  reserve  to  the  extent 
authorized  in  I  871.43(a)  (2). 

(d)  Toms  used  in  this  section  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
marketing  agreement  and  this  part. 

Dated:  October  21.  1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg- 
getable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.75-28739  FUeO  10-33-76:8:46  sm] 


[7CFR  Part 989] 

RAISINS  PRODUCED  FROM  GRAPES 
GROWN  IN  CAUFORNIA 

Proposed  Expenses  of  the  RaMn  Adminis¬ 
trative  Committee  and  Rate  of  Assess¬ 
ment  for  the  1975-76  Crop  Year 

Notice  is  given  of  a  proposal  regarding 
expenses  of  the  Raisin  Administrative 
Committee  for  the  1975-76  crop  year  and 
rate  of  assessment  for  that  crop  year, 
under  §§  989.79  and  989.80  of  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  989,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
989) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  raisins 
produced  from  grapes  grown  in  Cali¬ 
fornia.  The  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  are  effective  under  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreonent  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) . 

Ihe  Raisin  Administrative  Committee 
has  unanimously  recommended  for  the 
crop  year  beginning  September  1,  1975 
(1975-76  crop  year) ,  a  budget  of  expenses 
in  the  total  amount  of  $152,513  and  an 
assessment  rate  of  83  cents  per  ton  of 
assessable  raisins.  Expenses  in  that 
amoimt  and  the  assessment  rate  are 
specified  in  the  propoMd  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

Consideration  will  be  glvoi  to  any 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  per¬ 
taining  to  the  proposal  which  are  re- 
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celved  by  the  Hearing  Clerk.  UH.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture.  Room  112.  Admin¬ 
istration  Building,  Washington.  D.C. 
20250.  not  later  than  November  12. 1975. 
All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  should  be  in  quadnipUcate 
and  will  be  made  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  ofiBce  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
during  regular  business  hours  (7  Cm 
1.27(b)). 

The  proposed  ( 989.326  reads  as 
follows: 

§  989.326  Expenses  of  the  Raisin  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Committee  and  rate  of 
assessment  for  the  1975—76  crop 
year. 

(a)  Expenses.  Ebcpenses  (other  than 
those  specified  in  S  989.82)  in  the  amount 
of  $152,513  are  reasonable  and  like^  to 
be  incurred  by  the  Raisin  Administrative 
Committee  during  the  crop  year  begin¬ 
ning  September  1,  1975,  for  the  mainte¬ 
nance  and  fimctioning  of  the  CtmuniUee 
and  the  Raisin  Advisory  Board  and  for 
such  piurposes  as  the  Sroretary  may,  in 
accor^nce  with  S  989.79,  determine  to  be 
appropriate. 

(b)  Rote  of  assessment.  The  rate  of 
assessment  for  that  crop  year  which  each 
handler  is  required,  imder  §  989.80,  to 
pay  to  the  Raisin  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee  as  his  pro  rata  share  of  the  ex¬ 
penses  is  fixed  at  83  cents  per  ton  ap¬ 
plicable  to  each  of  the  following: 

(1)  Free  tonnage  raisins  acquired  by 
the  handler  during  the  crop  year,  exclu¬ 
sive  of  such  quantity  thereof  as  repre¬ 
sents  the  assessable  portions  of  other 
handlers'  raisins  under  paragraph 
(b)  (3)  of  this  section; 

(2)  Reserve  tonnage  raisins  released 
or  sold  to  the  handler  for  use  as  free  ton¬ 
nage,  during  that  crop  year;  and 

(3)  Standard  raisins  (which  he  does 
not  acquire)  recovered  by  the  handler  by 
the  reconditioning  of  off-grade  raisins 
but  only  to  the  extent  of  the  aggregate 
quantity  of  the  free  tonnage  portions  of 
^ese  standard  raisins  that  are  acquired 
by  other  handlers  during  the  crop  year. 

Dated:  October  21, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Bradbr. 

Deputy  Director.  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul~ 
ttural  Marketing  Service. 

(FB  Doc.78-28730  FUed  10-28-78:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Office  of  the  Secretaiy 
r41  CFR  Part  3-14] 

SPEaAL  TYPES  AND  METHODS  OF 
PROCUREMENT 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  administrative  provisions  in  5 
UJ3.C.  553  that  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act 
of  1949,  as  amended,  the  OfBce  of  the 
Secretaiy  is  considering  an  amendment 
to  41  CFR.  Chapter  3.  by  adding  a  new 
Subpart  3-4.10,  Architect/Engineer  Serv- 


FEDEKAL 


lees,  to  Part  3-4,  Special  Types  and 
Methods  of  Procurement.  This  proposed 
rule  will  Implement  Amendment  Number 
122  to  the  Federal  Procurement  Regula¬ 
tions.  Also  this  notice  supersedes  the  no¬ 
tice  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  Novmnber  14.  1972  (FR  Vol.  37.  No. 
220,  pages  24118-24120). 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  siibmit  writ- 
toi  data,  views,  or  objections  pertaining 
to  the  proposed  amendment  may  do  so  by 
filing  them  in  duplicate  with  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretcuy  for  Grants  and  Pro- 
curement  Management.  OASAM,  Room 
2038,  HEW  Switzer  Building,  330  C  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  November  24. 1975. 

This  amendment  prescribes  policies 
and  procedures  relative  to  the  procure¬ 
ment  of  architect/engineer  services. 

(It  iB  hereby  certified  th«t  the  econooolc  and 
infiatlonary  Impacts  of  this  proposed  regula¬ 
tion  have  been  carefully  evalimted  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  OaiB  Circular  A-107) 

Dated:  October  17,  1975. 

JoHH  Ottina, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 

As  proposed.  Subpart  3-4.10,  Architect/ 
Engineer  Services  will  read  as  follows: 

Sec. 

3-4.1001  General  policy. 

3-4.1002  DefinlUons. 

8-4.1003  Public  amiouncements. 

3-4.1004  Selection. 

3-4.1004-1  Establishment  of  architect/en¬ 
gineer  evaluation  boards. 
3-4.1004-2  Functions  of  the  evaluatton 
boards. 

3-4.1004-4  Action  by  agency  head  or  his  au¬ 
thorised  representative. 
3-4.1004-5  Procedures  tat  procurements 
estimated  not  to  exceed  $10,- 
000. 

3-4.1005  Negotiation  procedures. 

8-4.1006-1  General. 

3-41005-6  Record  of  negotiation. 

§  3—4.1001  General  policy. 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-582  dated 
CX:tober  27,  1972,  which  amended  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (40 
U.S.C.  471,  et  seq.) ,  it  Is  the  policy  of  the 
Federal  Government  to  publicly  an¬ 
nounce  all  requirements  for  Architect/ 
Engineer  (A/E)  services,  and  to  negoti¬ 
ate  contracts  for  A/E  services  on  the 
basis  of  demonstrated  competence  and 
qualification  for  the  type  of  professional 
services  required  and  at  fair  and  rea¬ 
sonable  prices.  The  acquisition  of  such 
services  In  connection  with  a  “public 
building”  as  that  term  is  defined  in  sec¬ 
tion  13  of  the  Public  Building  Act  of  1959 
(40  U.S.C.  612),  may  be  exercised  only 
under  the  conditions  prescribed  in  i  101- 
17.402(c)  of  this  title  and  subject  to 
standards  prescribed  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  General  Services  pursuant  to 
8  101-17.502  of  this  title.  The  procure¬ 
ment  of  such  services  in  connection  with 
special  purpose  space  such  as  schools, 
hospitals,  laboratories,  and  research  cen¬ 
ters  is  subject  to  the  requirements  and 
conditions  prescribed  by  section  302 
(c)  (4)  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Ad- 
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mlnistrative  Services  Act  of  1949  (41 
UB.C.  252(c)  (4) )  and  8  1-3.204  of  this 
UUe. 

g  3—4.1002  Definilioiu. 

(a)  “Fee”  means  the  total  amount  pay¬ 
able  to  the  A/E  for  the  work  and  serv¬ 
ices  to  be  i>erformed. 

§  3—4.1003  Public  announcements. 

(a)  One  of  the  first  steps  in  begin¬ 
ning  the  A/E  ejection  process  is  to  as¬ 
sure  the  availability  of  funds  so  that  the 
succeeding  A/E  selection  steps  will  be 
accomplished  in  a  proper  manner  and 
that  the  Government  and  interested  A/E 
firms  will  not  be  expending  resources  on 
projects  that  are  tentative  or  stand  little 
chance  of  being  approved.  In  the  event 
a  certification  of  available  funding  has 
not  been  received  but  is  reasonably 
anticipated  in  the  near  future,  and  it 
is  imperative  that  the  Government’s  re¬ 
quirement  be  publicized  without  further 
delay,  the  notlceis)  publicizing  the  re¬ 
quirement  should  contain  wording  to  the 
effect  that  the  Department  expects  to 
receive  the  design  fimds  In  the  near  fu¬ 
ture  and  discussions  will  not  be  held  with 
the  proposed  A/E  firm  until  receipt  of 
such  funds. 

(b)  Program  of  requirements.  The 
program  of  requirements  or  design  cri¬ 
teria  is  normal^  prepared  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  program  element,  and  is  the  basis 
for  the  subsequent  preparation  of  the 
statement  of  work.  Whenever  possible, 
the  Office  of  Facilities  Engineering  and 
Property  Managonent  (OFEPM),  in¬ 
cluding  its  Regional  Offices  (ROFEC), 
should  provide  assistance  In  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  the  program  of  requirements. 
The  program  requirements  as  well  as  the 
A/E  statement  of  work  (scope  of  serv¬ 
ices)  ,  see  3-4.50-3,  and  the  Independent 
Government  estimate,  see  3-4.1005-3, 
should  be  prepared  and  completed  prior 
to  the  public  annoimcement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  procurement  to  ensure  that  the  an¬ 
nouncement  complies  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  FPR  1-1.1003-3  and  1-1.1003-7. 

(c)  Preparation  of  A/E  Statement  of 
Work  (Scope  of  Services) .  Hie  statement 
of  work  Shan  be  prepared  by  that  office 
responsible  for  the  evaluation  and  se¬ 
lection  action.  A  statement  of  work 
should  facilitate  price  negotiations,  elim¬ 
inate  ambiguities,  and  assure  that  the 
design  wil  satisfy  program  needs.  Each 
A/E  statement  of  work  should  reflect  the 
specific  design  requirements.  Such  items 
as  scheduling,  cost  control,  and  value 
management  including  life  cycle  costs 
are  important  factors  for  consideration. 
Typical  areas  covered  by  an  A/E  state¬ 
ment  of  work  are:  Predesign;  Concepts 
&  Schematics;  Design  Development; 
Contract  Document  Development;  CTon- 
struction  Supervision;  and  other  perti¬ 
nent  requirements  such  as  time  and 
payment  scheduling,  and  phased  options. 

(d)  To  Insure  the  broadest  publicity 
concerning  the  Government’s  interest  in 
obtaining  A/E  services,  the  head  of  the 
procuring  activity  shall  have  developed 
notices  in  accordance  with  8  1-1.1003- 
7(b)  (9)  with  respect  to  individual  proj- 
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ects.  The  following  should  be  included  in 
notices  which  imblicize  procurement  of. 
A/E  services. 

Films  desiring  to  be  considered  for  archi- 
tecVenglneer  contracts  In  a  given  area  must 
file  the  Standard  Form  SiS4  and  Standard 
Form  2S5,  when  <u>pUcable.  with  either  the 
Principal  Operating  Component  or  the 
ROFBC  whichever  may  be  tH;>propriate,  or 
with  the  Director,  Office  of  the>Arehltectural 
and  Engineering  Services,  OFEPM,  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  DHEW,  8S0  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  30201,  depending 
on  the  geographical  area  oi  Interest. 

§  3—4.1004  Selection. 

§  3-4.1004-1  EstaUialunent  of  A/E 
evaluation  boards. 

(a)  'Rie  following  shall  apply  to  the 
estaUlshment  of  A/E  evaluation  boards: 

(1)  When  the  independent  Qovem- 
xnent  estimate  oi  the  total  A/E  proposed 
contract  exceeds  $10,000  or  regardless  of 
the  dollar  amount  involved  whenever 
A/E  services  are  to  be  procured  under  an 
<H>en-end  (requirements)  contract,  all 
evaluatimi  and  selection  actions  shall  be 
performed  by  evaluation  boards  oi  the 
Office  of  Facilities  Engineering  and 
Property  Managonent  (OFEPM)  which 
Includes  RdFEC’s. 

(2)  When  the  Independent  Govern¬ 
ment  estimate  of  the  total  A/E  pit^xxsed 
contract  is  $10,000  (»’  less  and  the  project 
is  not  within  the  scope  of  an  open-end 
contract,  such  action  for  the  evaluation 
and  selection  may  be  performed  by 
BOFEX?  boards  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  Regional  Engineer  when  such  func> 
tlons  cannot  be  performed  by  the  prin- 
elpal  (gieraUng  ccnnponent  tinder  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (3)  of  this  section. 

(3)  When  the  independNit  Govern¬ 
ment  estimate  «f  ttie  total  A/E  pnnxMed 
contract  is  $10,000  or  less  and  not  with¬ 
in  the  scope  of  an  opoi-md  contract, 
the  evaluation  and  selection  actions  may 
be  conducted  by  the  principal  operating 
component’s  personnel  who  meet  the 
quaUficatians  as  set  forth  herein  and 
consistent  with  ttie  requirements  of  Sub¬ 
part  1-4.10. 

(4)  m  the  event  of  special  circum¬ 
stances  involving  a  proposed  A/E  con¬ 
tract  estimated  to  exceed  $10,000  which 
would  not  fall  within  the  scope  of  an 
open-end  contract,  and  which  a  princi¬ 
pal  operating  comp<ment  (POC)  believes 
would  warrant  its  exercising  evaluation 
and  selection  functions  in  lieu  of  OFE 
PM,  the  POC  must  submit  its  request 
and  justlflcation  to  the  I^rector,  OFEPM 
for  approval. 

(5)  Each  evaluation  board  shall  con¬ 
sist  of  five  licensed  professional  archi¬ 
tects  or  engineers  (with  the  Regional  En¬ 
gineer  or  his  representative  serving  as 
chairman  on  a  ROFEC  board) ,  one  pro¬ 
gram  or  administrative  representative, 
one  nonvoting  contracting  officer,  and 
one  nonvltbig  recording  secreta^.  A 
minimum  number  of  three  licensed  ar¬ 
chitects  or  engineers  shall  be  present  at 
all  evaluation  board  meetings. 

(6)  The  makeup  of  evaluation  boards 
In  the  Office  of  the  Director,  OFEPM,  is 
determined  by  the  Director,  OFEPM,  so 
as  to  meet  vanning  requirements.  The  Re¬ 


gional  Engineers  shall  determine  the 
makeup  of  the  evaluation  bocuds  in  the 
ROFEC’s.  Each  principal  operating  c(»n- 
ponoit  shall  determine  the  makeup  of 
the  evaluation  boards,  consistent  with 
this  Section. 

(7)  No  member  of  an  outside  firm  or 
organization  shall  participate  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  an  evaluation  bocurd  without  the 
prior  written  approval  of  the  Director, 
OFEPM. 

§  3-4.1004-2  Functions  of  the  evalua¬ 
tion  boards. 

Under  the  general  authority  of  the 
Secretary’s  technical  staff,  the  Depart¬ 
mental  A/E  evaluation  boards  shall  per¬ 
form  the  following  functions: 

(a)  Prepare  the  report  for  submission 
to  the  Director,  OFEPM,  or  his  author¬ 
ized  r^resentative,  whichever  may  be 
appropriate  under  3-4.1004-4,  listing  in 
the  order  of  preference  not  less  than 
three  firms  with  addresses  considered  to 
be  the  most  highly  qualified  to  perform 
the  required  services.  The  report  shall 
comply  with  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  and  include  the  following: 

(1)  Siunmary  sheet  and  rating  factors 
tabulating  the  individual  member  scores, 
ranking,  and  rating  factors; 

(2)  SF-254’s  and  255’s  plus  any  essen¬ 
tial  brochures  for  each  A/E  firm  to  be 
interviewed:  and 

(3)  Government  estimate  of  total  A/E 
fee. 

§  3—4.1004—3  Evaluation  criteria. 

(a)  Whenever  possible,  small  business 
firms  win  be  selected  for  projects  for 
which  they  are  txmsldered  to  be  qualified 
and  capaUe  of  handling. 

§  3—4.1004—4  Action  by  agency  bead  or 
bia  antheriaed  reprMcmaCive. 

(a)  The  responsible  official  to  whom 
the  authority  has  been  delegated  shall 
review  the  report  of  the  A/E  evaluation 
board,  and  In  concert  wHh  appropriate 
technical  and  staff  representatives,  shall 
either  concur  or  otherwise  advise  the 
Board  of  his  decision  in  writing. 

(1)  The  approval  of  the  Director, 
OFEPM,  or  his  designee  Is  required, 
whenever: 

(1)  The  Government’s  estimate  of  the 
total  proposed  A/E  contract  exceeds 
$100,000; 

(li)  If,  after  holding  dlsciissions  with 
not  less  than  three  most  highly  qualified 
firms,  the  evaluation  bocurd  determines 
there  should  be  a  change  in  the  order  of 
preference  listing;  or 
(iii)  Any  modification  to  an  existing 
contract  would  Increase  the  total  con¬ 
tract  amount  by  more  than  35  percent. 

(2)  The  approval  of  the  cognisant  Re¬ 
gional  Engineer  Is  required  whenever 
the  Government’s  estimate  Is  less  than 
$100,000,  except  for  paragraph  (a)  (3) 
of  this  section.  (In  the  Baltimore- Wash¬ 
ington  metropolitan  area,  such  approval 
should  be  requested  of  the  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Architectural  and  Engineering 
Services  (OFEPM),) 

(3)  The  iqiproval  of  the  head  of  a 
principal  opeiating  component  or  his 
designee  shall  be  provided  when:  . 


(i)  The  Government’s  estimate  of  the 
total  proposed  A/E  contract  Is  $10,000 
or  less  and  selection  is  made  pursuant  to 
1-4.1004-5;  or 

(ii)  Under  the  circumstances  refer¬ 
enced  in  3-4.1004-1  (a) ,  (3) ,  and  (4) ,  ^e 
principal  operating  component  will  per¬ 
form  the  evaluation  and  selection  func¬ 
tions  in  lieu  of  OFEPM. 

(b)  ’The  approving  official  shall  in¬ 
form  the  board  in  writing  of  his  decision 
which  will  serve  as  an  authorization  for 
the  contracting  officer  to  commence  ne¬ 
gotiations.  If  the  tq>proving  official 
changes  the  order  of  pr^erence  listing, 
his  decision  and  authorization  shall  be 
likewise  addressed  to  the  Board.  A  copy 
of  the  board's  recommendation  and  eval¬ 
uation  data  shall  be  submitted  by  it  with 
the  authorization  to  the  contracting  of¬ 
ficer. 

§  3—4.1004—5  Procedure  for  procure* 
menu  estimated  not  to  exceed 
$10,000. 

Either  one  of  the  procedures  set  fortti 
in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  i  1-4.004-5 
of  this  chapter  may  be  used  Instead  of 
the  procedures  prescribed  In  SSI  1-4.- 
1004-2  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  chapter, 
3-4. 1004-2 (a),  and  3-4.1004-4  for  pro¬ 
curements  estimated  not  to  exceed 
$10,000.  Upon  receipt  of  the  approving 
official’s  decision  the  chairman  of  the 
board  shall  furnish  the  contnMiting  offi¬ 
cer  a  copy  of  the  report  which  will  com¬ 
ply  with  $  i-4.004-5(a)  of  this  chapter. 

§  3—4.1005  Negotiation  procedures. 

§  3-4.100S.1  General. 

(a)  The  negotiation  and  award  of  A/E 
contracts  shall  be  performed  by  ROFEC’s 
who  have  been  delated  c<Mtteacting  effi- 
cer  authority  whenever  the  teWUeable 
evaluation  and  stiketion  actions  are  ae- 
complished  hf  their  offices  under  S  3-4.- 
1004-1  (a)  (1)  and  (2).  Negotiation  and 
award  of  A/E  contracts  are  performed 
for  OFEPM  in  Washington,  D.C.,  by  the 
Supply  Operations  Branch,  OA/OAM, 
unless  the  Director,  OFEPM,  provides 
written  authorization  for  another  POC  to 
do  so.  When  evaluation  and  selection  ac¬ 
tions  are  performed  by  a  principal  oper¬ 
ating  component  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  S  3-4.1004-1  (a)  (3)  and  (4)  the 
responsible  contracting  officer  of  the 
POC  may  likewise  negotiate  and  award 
the  related  A/E  engineer  contracts.  Qual¬ 
ified  contracting  officers  shall  use  the 
services  of  technical,  legal,  audit-pricing, 
and  other  specialists  in  the  component 
to  the  extent  deemed  appnqiriate  (see 
§S  1-3.801-2  and  1-3.803-3). 

(b)  Negotiations  should  be  directed 
toward: 

(1)  Reaching  mutual  agreonent  on  the 
provisions  of  the  contract:  and 

(2)  Arriving  at  a  fair  and  reasonable 
price.  See  1 1-3.807-2,  Requirements  for 
Cost  and  Price  Analysis;  and  i  1-3.807-4, 
Overhead  Rate  Ccmslderation.  See  |8- 
3.50.301  (j)  regarding  the  doeummtatloa 
requirements  tear  cost  tereakdown  and 
analysis. 
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(c)  The  principles  set  forth  relative  to 
preparation  for  negotiation  (see  3-4.> 
1005)  shall  apply  to  the  n^otlation  of 
mo^cations  to  contracts. 

(d)  Where  the  modification  involves 
work  not  initially  included  in  the  con¬ 
tract  the  statutory  limitation  is  appli¬ 
cable,  consistent  with  the  following  pro¬ 
visions,  to  the  revised  total  estimated 
construction  costs.  Where  redesign  is  re¬ 
quired  and  the  contract  is  modified,  the 
following  methods  shall  be  used  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  amount  of  the  basic  fee  to  be 
paid  the  architect: 

(1)  The  estimated  construction  cost  of 
the  redesigned  features  will  be  added  to 
the  original  estimated  constructiKi  cost; 

(2)  The  contract  cost  for  the  original 
design  will  be  added  to  the  contract  for 
redesign;  and 

(3)  The  total  contract  design  cost  ob¬ 
tained  by  paragraph  (c)  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  be  divided  by  the  total  ccoistruc- 
tion  cost  obtained  by  paragraph  (c)  (1) 
of  this  section. 

§  3—4.1005—6  Record  of  negotiation. 

Promptly  at  the  conclusion  of  each 
negotiation,  a  memorandum  setting 
forth  the  principal  elements  of  the  nego¬ 
tiations  shall  prepared  by  the  con¬ 
tracting  ofScer  in  acccHxlance  with  the 
requirements  of  i  1-3.811,  for  use  by  the 
reriewlng  authorities  and  for  inclusion 
in  the  contract  file.  The  memorandum 
shall  contain  sufficient  detail  to  reflect 
the  significant  consideration  controlling 
the  establishment  of  the  price  and  other 
terms  of  the  contract.  Negotiation  mem¬ 
orandums  must  be  prepared  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  $  3-50.3  and  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  that  subpart. 

(FB  Doc.75-28697  FUed  10-23-75;8:4S  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14CFRPart71] 

{Alni>ace  Docket  No.  75-WB-231 
TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  establish  a  new  transition  area  for 
E^e  Airport,  Page,  Arizona. 

A  new  instrument  approach  procedure 
has  been  developed  for  Page  Airport, 
Page,  Arizona.  Consequently,  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  provide  controlled  airspace  pro¬ 
tection  for  aircraft  executing  this  new 
instrument  approach  procedure  by  desig¬ 
nating  a  transition  area  at  Page, 
Arizona. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedmes  Branch,  Fed- 
Aviation  Adminlstratlcm,  15000  Avia- 
tioai  Boulevard.  Lawndale,  California 
M261.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  November  24,  1975,  will  be 


considered  before  action  is  taken  on  ttie 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  bearing 
is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  tor  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  AdminisUatlon 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any 
data,  views,  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  15000  Aviation 
Boulevard,  Lawndale,  California  90261. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
FAA  proposes  the  following  airspace 
action. 

In  S  71.181  (40  F.R.  441)  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Page,  Arizoita 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mUe  radius 
of  Page  Airport  (latitude  36*55*35''  N.,  lo^- 
tude  111*26'53"  W.);  within  2  mUes  Mch 
side  of  the  Page  VOR  340*  radial,  extending 
from  the  6  mile  radius  area  to  11  mUes  NW 
of  the  VOR;  that  airspace  extending  upward 
from  1200  feet  above  the  surface  within  6 
miles  NE  and  0  mUes  SW  of  the  Page  VOR 
340*  radial  extending  from  the  VOR  to  18 
mUes  NW  of  the  VOR;  and  within  6  miles  K 
and  0  mUes  west  of  the  Page  VOR  175*  radial 
extending  from  the  VOR  to  11.5  miles  8  of 
the  VOR. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  imder  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a)),  and  of  section  6(c) 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c>). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  16, 1975. 

Lynn  L.  Hnnc, 

Acling  Director,  Western  Region. 

(FR  Doc.75-28654  Filed  10-23-75:8:45  am] 

.  CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
[14CFRPart2881 
[EDRr-388:  Docket  No.  28422] 

EXEMPTION  OF  AIR  CARRIERS  FOR 
MIUTARY  TRANSPORTATION 

Logair  and  Quicktrans  Minimum  Rates 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  amendments  to  Part  288  of  its  Eco¬ 
nomic  Regulati(Xis  (14  CFR  Part  288) 
concerned  with  the  minimum  rates  for 
Logair  and  Quicktrans  domestic  cargo 
charters  performed  by  air  carriers  for 
the  Department  of  Defense  (DOD) 
and  contracted  for  by  the  Military  Air¬ 
lift  Command  (MAC).  The  purpose  of 
the  proposed  amendments  is  explained  in 
the  attached  Explanatory  Statement, 
and  the  pnnxieed  amendments  are  set 
forth  in  the  proposed  rule.  The  amend- 
moits  are  proposed  under  authority  of 
Sections  204,  403  and  416  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended;  (72 


Stat.  743,  758  and  771,  as  amended;  49 
17.S.C.  1324, 1373  and  1386). 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  through  sub¬ 
mission  of  twelve  (12)  copies  at  written 
data^  views,  or  arguments  pertaining 
thereto,  addressed  to  the  Docket  Section, 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428.  AH  relevant  material  in  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  24, 1975,  and  reply  comments  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  Decenber  9, 1975,  wUl 
be  considered  by  the  Board  before  taking 
final  action  on  the  proposed  rules.  Copies 
of  such  communication  wiU  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  Docket  Section,  of  the  Board.  Room 
714,  Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW..  Washington,  D.C„  upon  re¬ 
ceipt  thereof. 

A  list  of  aU  persons  filing  comments 
wiU  be  prepared  by  the  Docket  Section 
and  sent  to  the  persons  named  thereon. 
Those  persons  filing  reply  comments 
should  serve  any  person  whose  comment 
is  dealt  with  in  their  responsive  com¬ 
ment.  Persons  filing  responsive  com¬ 
ments  are  to  include  at  the  time  of  filing 
appropriate  proof  of  service  (Rule  8(e), 
14  CFR  302.8(e)). 

Dated:  October  20, 1975. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SBAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

Explanatory  Statemxnt 

In  November  1973,  Overseas  National 
Airways,  Inc.  (ONA)  and  Saturn  Air¬ 
ways.  Inc.  (Saturn)  separately  filed  peti¬ 
tions  for  rulemaking  requesting  in¬ 
creases  in  the  minimum  rates  set  forth 
in  Part  288  of  the  Board's  Econcunlc 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  288)  applica¬ 
ble  to  Logair  and  Quicktrans  domestic 
cargo  cheu'ters  performed  by  air  carriers 
for  the  Department  of  Defense  (DOD) 

In  addition  to  requesting  a  fuU-scale  re¬ 
view  of  the  minimum  rates,  the  carriers’ 
petitions  sought  the  establishment  of  in¬ 
terim  rates,  at  a  level  higher  than  the 
then  existing  minlmums,  pending  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  fuU-scale  review  and  the 
establishment  of  revised  final  minimum 
rates.  Answers  in  support  of  the  petitions 
were  filed  by  the  DOD.  Thereafter,  by 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking,  EDR-262, 
January  15, 1974,  the  Board  initiated  the 
requested  rate  review  and  proposed  in¬ 
terim  rates  to  be  effective  prospectively 
pending  its  completion.  By  ERr-853.  May 
17. 1974,  the  Board  adopted  interim  rates 
effective  January  15, 1974.* 

The  Board  has  now  completed  its  re¬ 
view  of  the  minimum  rates  applicable  to 
Logair  and  Quicktrans  services,  and  is 
herein  proposing  revised  minimum  rates 
for  these  domestic  cargo  charters  set 

^  The  petltlcais  were  assigned  docket  num¬ 
bers  26132  and  26136,  respectively. 

*  The  Board  has  from  thne-to-tlme  revised 
these  Interim  rates  based  upon  an  expedited 
review  of  the  carriers’  reported  ofwratlng 
results  for  the  Logalr/Qulcktrans  suvlces. 
See  ER-819.  adopted  June  80.  1975:  ER-006, 
adopted  April  25,  1975;  and  KR-888,  adopted 
November  14, 1974. 
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forth  in  Section  288.7(b)  of  Part  288,  to 
be  effective  prospectively  from  the  date 
adc^ted. 

As  a  part  of  the  review,  Capitol  Inter¬ 
national  Airways.  Inc.  (Capitol),.  ONA 
and  Saturn  submitted  cost  forecasts  for 
fiscal  year  1975  operations,  and  the  DOD 
submitted  rate  recommendations  sup¬ 
ported  by  its  analysis  of  the  carriers’ 
costs.*  Conferences  were  held  on  May  8, 
1975,  between  the  Board’s  staff  and  car¬ 
rier  and  DOD  representatives  to  discuss 
the  various  forecasts,  and  afterward, 
cdhiments  and  additional  data  were  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  carriers  and  the  DOD. 

All  materials  submitted  by  the  carriers 
and  the  DOD  have  been  analyzed  by  the 
Board,  and  the  carriers’  forecasts  have 
been  adjusted  in  accordance  with  estab¬ 
lished  Board  policies.  The  forecasts  and 
proposed  adjustments,  together  with  ex¬ 
planatory  notes  setting  forth  the  basis 
for  each  adjustment,  are  set  forth  in 
the  attached  appendices.**  A  discussion 
of  major  issues  follows. 

BASE  PERIOD 

’The  Board’s  established  MAC  rate- 
making  policy  has  been  to  base  forecasts 
of  a  future  period’s  (grating  results 
upon  an  analysis  of  reported  results  for 
the  most  recent  12-month  period.  In  this 
way,  the  Board  attempts  to  avoid  use  of 
data  skewed  as  a  result  of  seasonal 
changes  in  the  levd  of  a  carrier’s  opera¬ 
tions.  Saturn  has  suggested  that  rather 
tham  use  cost  data  for  the  most  recent 
12  months  as  the  bake  period  to  forecast 
results  in  this  proceeding,  the  Board 
should  use  (mly  data  for  the  most  recent 
quarter  in  order  to  reflect  fully  in  the 
prospective  rates  the  impact  of  recent 
Inflatkm.  The  carrier  contends  that  use 
of  one  (luarter’s  data,  as  opposed  to  12- 
month  results,  would  be  appropriate  here 
beeaiise  there  is  little  or  no  seasonality  in 
MAC  d(xnestic  operations  which  would 
require  use  of  data  for  a  longer  period. 
We  are  not  persuaded,  however,  to  aban¬ 
don  our  establi^ed  approcM^h  in  this 
area.  While  the  extent  of  MAC  domratic 
operations  may  not  fluctuate  significant¬ 
ly  from  quar^  to  quarter,  the  carrier 
overlooks  the  fact  that  the  costs  assigned 
to  MAC  services  are  derived  from  system 
restilts,  which  do  reflect  seasonality 
changes  from  one  (luarter  to  anolh^,  es¬ 
pecially  in  the  area  of  direct  operathig 
costs.*  As  such,  the  use  of  data 
for  a  12-month  period  is  necessary  to 
avoid  any  stati^cal  aberration  that 
might  appear  in  data  for  a  shorter  period. 
Accordingly,  we  have  used  results  for 
the  year  ended  March  31,  1975,  as  ad¬ 
justed,  as  the  base  period  for  our  .fore¬ 
cast  of  fiscal  year  1978  results,  «icept  for 
Saturn’s  DC-^B-61  aircraft.  For  this  air¬ 
craft  type,  our  projections  are  based  upon 
results  for  the  year  ended  Septranba*  30, 
1974,  the  latest  reiwesentative  12-m(mto 
periM  available,  as  Saturn  temporarily 


*  8at\im  subsequently  updated  its  cost  esti¬ 
mates  for  fiscal  197S  (^rations. 

Appendices  A-1  thru  Appendix  X  filed  as 
part  of  the  original  document. 

*See  Appendix  B. 


suspended  operations  with  toils  aircraft 
type  in  November  1974. 

Consistent  with  estal^ttoed  MAC  rate- 
maldng  principles,  we  have  adlusted  toe 
reported  results  for  known  contractual 
cost  increases,  current  fud  prices,  and 
recognized  regulatory  depreciation  and 
amortization.  In  addition,  as  discussed 
below,  we  have  utilized  a  cost-escalation 
factor  to  adjust  base-period  cash  («)erat- 
ing  unit  costs  to  reflect  the  level  of  costs 
experienced  as  of  July  1,  1975. 

COST-ESCALATION  FACTOR 

Although,  as  indicated,  we  have  de¬ 
cided  not  to  base  our  cost  estimates  "on 
only  toe  latest  quarter’s  operating  re¬ 
sults.  toe  Board  does  agree  that  use  of 
reported  data  for  a  12-month  period  un¬ 
derstates  the  current  level  (rf  the  car- 
rters'  unit  costs.  In  our  Judgment,  how¬ 
ever,  toe  appropriate  way  to  reflect  the 
impact  of  inflation  is  to  adjust  reported 
results  by  applying  a  cost-escalation 
factor  to  the  data.  The  cost-escalation 
factor  Is  based  on  a  comparison  of  unit 
available  ton-mile  operating  expenses 
(excluding  fuel,  depreciation  and  amor¬ 
tization  expenses)  for  the  domestic 
scheduled  operations  of  toe  certificated 
trunk  carriers  for  the  year  ended  March 
31,  1975,  with  those  for  the  year  ended 
March  31, 1974,  which  reflect  an  increase 
of  8.55  percent.® 

In  d^rmlning  the  cost-escalation  fac¬ 
tor,  toe  average  unit  costs  for  the  year 
and  the  r^ted  variation  from  the  prior 
year  are  assumed  to  be  effective  as  of 
the  midpoint  of -that  period.  ’Ihus,  in  this 
case,  such  determination  would  be  as  of 
October  1,  1974,  for  toe  base  year  ended 
March  31,  1975.  Since  nine  months  have 
elapsed  to  July  1,  1975,  toe  current  level 
of  unit  costs  may  then  reasonably  be  as¬ 
sumed  to  have  increased  further  by  about 
75  percent  of  toe  experienced  annual 
trend,  or  6.3  percent.*  Although  specific 
costs  may  have  risen  more  (u  less  than 
this  average,  we  propose  to  apply  tSis 
average  increase  to  an  cash  expenses  ex¬ 
cept  rentals  and  fuel.  We  consider  this  to 
be  a  reasonable  and  appropriate  method 
of  annualizing  ciurrent  cost  levels.* 

ANTICIPATOEY  COST  INCREASES 

In  forecasting  future  period  operating 
results,  toe  Board’s  established  ratemak¬ 
ing  policy  is  to  exclude  anticipatory  cost 
increases.  Saturn  claims  that  several  of 
its  labor  agreements  have  expired;  that 
the  carrier  is  now  In  negotiations  with 
various  labor  groups  fen:  new  agreements, 
which  undoubtedly  win  result  in  substan- 


■See  Appendix  C.  The  computation  also 
excludes  tran8p<wt-related  expenses. 

■The  6.3  percent  Increase  Is  derived  from 
the  sum  ot  the  square  roots  of  1.0866,  pro¬ 
ducing  an  Increase  of  4JI  percent,  and  1.042 
which  results  in  an  Increase  of  2J  percent. 
The  square  root  Is  utilized  In  cuder  to  refiect 
the  compounding  of  Increases  during  the 
period.  A  10.06  percent  cost-escalation  fac¬ 
tor  (8A64>2.10) .  Is  used  tos  Saturn’s  DC-8- 
01  as  16  mxmtbs  have  elapsed  from  the  mid¬ 
point  the  YB  8/30/74  bam  period. 

■See  e.g..  Orders  73-11-83  (November  30. 
1973)  and  76-0-72  ( Jiuw  13, 1978) , 


tial  increases  in  operating  expenses;  and 
that  in  order  to  reflect  these  prospective 
cost  increases  in  the  rates.  It  would  be 
appropriate  for  toe  Board  to  re(X>gnize 
at  least  75  percent  of  toe  cost  increases 
toe  carrier  expects  to  incur.  Upon  con¬ 
sideration,  we  have  tentatively  decided 
not  to  recognize  any  of  Saturn’s  antici¬ 
pated  labor  cost  Increases.  Our  policy  In 
this  area  is  of  long-standing,  and  is  in¬ 
tended  to  avoid  burdening  the  ratepayer 
with  toe  cost  of  expense  increases  that 
toe  carrier  has  not  as  yet  incurred. 

The  carrier’s  labor  negotiations  are  at 
a  stage  where  it  is  still  too  early  to  de¬ 
termine  reasonably  what  the  ultimate 
costs  of  its  new  agreements  will  be.  and 
we.  therefore,  consider  its  forecast  of 
future  labor  cost  increases  too  specula¬ 
tive  for  inclusion  in  toe  forecast  of  fiscal 
year  1976  results. 

AIRCRAFT  SPEED 

In  projecting  toe  miles  to  be  flown  in 
FY  1976,  the  Board  utilized  the  average 
airborne  speed  as  derived  from  data  re¬ 
ported  by  the  carriers.  ’The  DOD  excepted 
to  the  Board’s  determination  of  an  aver¬ 
age  speed  of  310  miles  per  hour  for 
Saturn’s  L-lOO  aircraft  In  Logair  oper¬ 
ations.  Saturn  had  projected  a  speed  of 
312  m.pli.  based  on  calendar  year  1973 
results  over  a  560-mile  stage  length.  How¬ 
ever,  operational  economy  measures  In¬ 
stituted  by  the  carrier  in  response  to  toe 
fuel  crisis  have  now  resulted  in  lower 
average  airborne  speeds.  A  review  of  toe 
carrier’s  Form  243  reports  for  toe  six 
months  ended  March  31.  1975,  does  not 
Justify  toe  use  of  a  higher  spe^  for  this 
aircraft  tsrpe,  and  we  have,  therefore, 
rejected  DOD’s  contention. 

The  DOD  also  took  exception  to  toe 
Board’s  forecast  of  a  speed  of  467 
over  a  700-mile  stage  length,  for  Cs4>i- 
tol’s  DC-8  aircraft,  while,  at  toe  same 
time,  we  proposed  &  speed  of  436  m.p Jl 
for  Saturn’s  DC-8  aircraft.  We  now  agree 
that  the  use  of  different  speeds  for  like 
services  with  similar  aircraft  types  is  not 
appropriate.  Based  on  an  anahrsis  of  toe 
latest  available  data  reported  by  carriers 
operating  DC-8  aircraft  over  similar 
stage  lengths,  we  propose  that  an  air¬ 
borne  speed  of  450  m.ph.  should  be  used 
for  all  DC-8  aircraft  types  for  toe  pro¬ 
jected  700-mlle  stage  length  In  both 
Logair  and  Qui(±;tran8  operations., 

FUEL  CONSUMPTION  AND  COSTS 

In  order  to  estimate  fud  costs  for  FY 
1976  (^?erations,  the  Board  has  relied 
upon  Information  responses  submitted  by 
the  carriers.  Thrae  responses  indicate  the 
gallons  of  fuel  consumed  per  mile  flown 
for  each  aircraft  tsrpe  over  their  experi¬ 
enced  average  stage  length.  This  fuel- 
bum  rate  was  then  adjusted  to  reflect 
toe  average  stage  lengrths  that  would  be 
operated  pmrsuant  to  the  current  MAC 
(X}ntracts.  The  DOD  excepted  to  toe  fuel- 
bum  rates  for  the  DC-8  aircraft  proposed 
by  the  Board  in  its  forecasts  ixesented  at 
the  conference.  Upon  review,’  we  agree 
that  an  adjustment  to  toe  proposed  DC- 
8  aircraft  fuel-bum  rates  k  apprtgwiato. 
Information  supplied  by  the  asamifae- 
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tiirer  Indicates  that  the  fuel-bum  rates 
at  a  700-mile  stage  length  should  be 
identical  for  DC-0-61 /63  aircraft  types 
and  6.19  percent  less  for  DC-8-55  air¬ 
craft  Accordingly,  we  now  propose  fuel- 
bum  rates  of  5.46  and  5.14  gallons  per 
mile,  based  on  experienced  results,  for 
the  DC-8-61/63  and  DC-8-55  aircraft 
respectively,  in  forecasting  FY  1976  fuel 
costs. 

Consistent  with  our  action  in  estab¬ 
lishing  the  current  final  international 
MAC  rates,*  we  pn^xMe  to  eliminate  the 
existing  automatic  military  fuel  price  ad¬ 
justment  provision.  The  forecast  refiects 
current  fuel  prices  of  42.3  cmts  per  gal¬ 
lon  for  JP-4  military  fuel.  408  cents  per 
gallon  for  JP-5  military  fuel,  and  31.64 
cents  per  gallon  for  commercial  fuel.*  A 
review  of  first-quarter  1975  fuel-pur¬ 
chase  reports  Indicates  that  about  86 
percent  of  the  fuel  used  in  Qulcktrans 
operations  is  purchased  from  the  military 
and  that  this  is  divided  almost  equally 
between  JP-4  and  JP-5.  On  this  basis,  a 
weighted  average  price  of  40.16  cents  per 
gallon  obtained  for  fuel  used  in  Qulck¬ 
trans  opa«tions.  For  Logair  services  we 
have  used  a  fuel  price  of  42.3  cmts  per 
gallon  because  for  this  operation  nearly 
all  of  the  fuel  binned  is  JP-4  military 
fuel. 

In  view  of  the  continued  uncertainty 
surrounding  fud  prices,  we  prc^xise  to 
clos^  monitor  this  item.  Should  the 
prices  for  mflitary  fuel,  as  determined  by 
the  Defmse  Supply  Agency,  or  commer¬ 
cial  fud  as  r^?K>rted  by  the  carriers,  fluc¬ 
tuate  significantly,  we  will  consider  ad¬ 
justing  the  rates  on  a  prospective  basis 
in  the  same  manner  as  in  ER-896  for  in¬ 
ternational  BIAC  services. 

LKASED  AiaCRAPT 

The  Board’s  treatmmt  of  leased  air¬ 
craft  for  ratemaking  purposes  is  set  forth 
In  1 399.43  of  the  Board’s  Policy  State- 
mmts  (14  CFR  Part  399).  In  gmeral, 
that  policy  is  to  recognize  actual  rental 
expenses.  However,  where  rental  payt 
ments  would  exce^  depreciation  plus 
return  on  investment  computed  as  if  the 
aircraft  had  been  purchased  by  the  car¬ 
rier,  the  excess  rental  payments  are  not 
recognized. 

Saturn  (xmtends  that  in  computing  the 
maximum  allowable  rental  expense  for  its 
leased  D-lOO  aircraft,  the  Board  should 
determine  ownership  cost  based  upon  the 
avwage  acquisition  cost  of  its  owned  Ii- 
100  aircraft.  Hie  carrier  argues  that  to 
use  as  ^e  acquisition  cost  for  determin¬ 
ing  mitrimiim  allowable  rental  expense 
the  lessor’s  basis  in  the  aircraft  Is  in- 
aiKHToprlate  because  It  does  not  Indicate 
the  potential  purchase  price  of  the  air¬ 
craft  to  Saturn,  whlidi  would  Include  the 
lessor’s  prPdt  margin  and  cairitalized 
flnAnRing  costs.  We  are  not  persuaded  to 
adopt  the  carrier’s  method  of  determin¬ 
ing  the  acqifisitlon  cost  ot  its  leased  L- 
100  aircraft  To  begin  with,  we  do  not 


•  KB-gSi,  January  17.  1975. 

•Based  on  tfeottve  prtoes  as  at  July  1, 
1975  tor  nUUtaiy  fuel  and  June  1,  1976  tor 
oommsroial  tasL 


agree  that  it  would  be  aigirpprlate  to 
determine  the  acquisition  cost  to  Saturn 
In  1972  of  a  used  L-lOO  aircraft  based 
upon  the  carrier’s  acquisition  costs  for 
its  owned  D-lOO  aircraft  which  were  pur¬ 
chased  over  several  years  and  Include  air- 
ci^t  both  new  and  used.**  In  theory,  the 
appropriate  way  to  determine  a  reason¬ 
able  acquisition  cost  would  be  to  estab¬ 
lish  the  fair  maiket  value  of  the  aircraft 
in  question  at  the  time  of  the  lease  agree¬ 
ment.  Howevo:,  because  there  are  not  a 
large  number  of  L-lOO  aircraft  in  com¬ 
mercial  service,  we  do  not  have  sufficient 
information  available  to  establish  a  fair 
market  value  for  the  aircraft.  Under 
these  circumstances,  we  consider  the 
lessor’s  basis  in  the  aircraft  a  i^ason- 
able  ain>roxlmation  of  its  fair  market 
value  at  the  time  of  the  lease,  and  the 
carrier  has  offered  no  evidence  to  suggest 
that  use  of  any  other  value  would  be  more 
'  appropriate. 

DEPRECIATION  AND  INVESTMENT 

Saturn  has  suggested  that,  bi  deter¬ 
mining  its  depreciation  expense  for  serv¬ 
ices  with  L-lOO  aircraft,  the  board  should 
use  a  service  life  ot  10  years  rather  than 
the  12  years  established  in  S  399.42  of  the 
Board’s  Policy  Statemoits  for  four- 
engine  turboprop  aircraft.  ’The  carrier 
argues  that  use  of  a  12-year  service  life 
for  four-engine  turbopr(H>  aircraft  Is  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  Board’s  treatment  of 
four-engine  turbojet  equipment  for 
which  a  10-year  service  life  is  prescribed 
because  the  turboprop  is  based  upon  an 
oldw  design  and  is,  therefore,  subject  to 
more  rapid  obsolescense.  Saturn  also 
argues  that  the  useful  life  for  the  L-lOO 
aircraft  should  not  exceed  10  years  be¬ 
cause  of  the  possibility  of  structural 
fatigue  of  the  outer  wings  In  aircraft  with 
more  than  20,000  flight  hours.  With  re¬ 
spect  to  the  carrier’s  structural-fatigue 
argument,  the  manufacturer  has  issued 
two  service  bulletins  dealing  with  this 
probl^  calling  for  more  frequent  in¬ 
spections,  but  strongly  recommending 
that  modification  kits  be  Installed  which 
would  enhance  the  outer  wing  life. 
Saturn  has  chosen  the  Increased  inspec¬ 
tion  frequency  rather  than  incorponding 
the  kits  in  their  aircraft.  EconcKUlc  con¬ 
siderations  might  suggest  the  Installation 
of  modifications  for  the  outer  wings. 
Moreover,  the  last  two  aircraft  delivered 
to  Saturn***  have  a  new  wing  design  in- 
coiporating  modificaticm  and  additional 
improvements.  In  any  event,  no  concrete 
evidence  has  been  presented  to  persuade 
us  to  shorten  the  aircraft’s  us^ul  life 
because  of  this  problem. 

As  for  the  differing  treatmait  of  tur¬ 
boprop  and  turbojet  aircraft,  the  10- 
year  service  life  for  turbojet  aircraft  was 
adopted  because  the  introduction  of  tur¬ 
bofan  equipment  effectively  rendered  the 
turbojet  obsolete.  However,  contrary  to 


>•  If  w»  ware  to  use  the  carrier’s  acquisition 
cost  of  its  owned  aircraft.  It  would  seem  more 
reasonable  to  use  only  the  acquisition  oost 
ot  used  aircraft  acquired  at  iqiprozlmately 
the  same  time  as  the  carrier  entered  Into  the 
lease  agreement. 

>•*  November  1974  and  April  1976. 


the  carrier’s  statement,  there  is  no  evi- 
doice  to  support  the  assertion  that  the 
Ij-100  is  an  obsolete  aircraft  type.  In¬ 
formation  hiformally  obtained  from  the 
manufacture’  indicates  that  the  aircraft 
is  still  in  production,  and  that  of  approx¬ 
imately  40  aircraft  produced  for  com¬ 
mercial  services,  six  were  delivered  in 
1974.  Accordingly,  we  are  not  persuaded 
by  the  Carrie’s  argiunents,  and  we  have 
used  a  12-year  sevice  life  in  establishing 
depreciation  expense. 

Saturn  again  advances  a  proposal  for 
an  eight-year  service  life  for  used  air¬ 
craft.  In  ihe  past,  the  Board  has  rejected 
this  service-life  distinction  between  new 
and  used  aircraft,**  and  the  carrier  has 
presented  no  new  reasons  for  the  Board 
to  alter  this  position. 

ONA  argues  that  because  current 
market  values  for  its  DC-9  aircraft  are 
substantially  hi  excess  of  net  boidc  val¬ 
ues,  the  use  of  book  values  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  investment  base  results  In  an 
inadequate  return  to  the  carrier.  The 
Board’s  established  ratemaking  practice 
is  to  determine  the  recognized  invest¬ 
ment  base  from  the  actual  cost  of  filght 
equipment  less  accrued  regulatory  de¬ 
preciation.**  The  carrier  has  neither  of¬ 
fered  any  evidence  to  support  its  con¬ 
tention  that  use  of  net  book  values 
results  in  the  provision  of  an  inadequate 
return  nor  established  any  comp^Uing 
reason  to  depart  from  this  policy,  and 
we  have,  therefore,  adhered  to  the  estab¬ 
lished  policy  in  determining  the  carrier's 
investment  base. 

Saturn  notes  that  the  costs  of  com¬ 
pliance  with  new  FAA  regulations  re¬ 
quiring  installation  of  ground  warning 
devices  were  omitted  from  the  staff’s 
proposals  at  the  conference.  ’They  esti¬ 
mate  that  this  Item  will  cost  $13,300  plus 
an  installation  cost  of  about  $1,900  per 
aircraft.  This  total  of  $15,200  per  air¬ 
craft  has  been  recognized,  and  it  will  be 
depreciated  over  the  remaining  service 
life  of  the  aircraft. 

AIRCRAFT  AND  TRAFFIC  SERVICING 

’The  staff  had  included  landing,  park¬ 
ing,  and  handling  fees  at  commercial 
airports  in  determining  ratra  for  Sat¬ 
urn’s  services  as  proposed  at  the  confer¬ 
ence.  DOD  pointed  out,  however,  that 
the  Logair  and  Qulcktrans  contracts 
provide  for  reimbursement  of  these 
costs.  Accordingly,  we  have  adjusted  Sat¬ 
urn’s  forecast  costs  to  exclude  these 
items.  However,  we  have  included  the 
costs  for  unscheduled,  nondirected  land¬ 
ings  associated  with  performing  the  Log¬ 
air  and  Qulcktrans  services. 

At  the  cimference,  DOD  also  took  issue 
with  a  proposed  projection  of  Capitol’s 
DO-8  aircraft  and  servicing  costs.  DOiys 
position  on  these  costs  refiected  lower 
expense  levels  than  indicated  by  the  car¬ 
rier’s  experience.  The  Board’s  proposed 
forecasts  for  this  expense,  as  refiected 
within  the  rates  proposed  herein,  are 
based  on  the  carrier’s  forecast,  increased 


u  PS-46,  p.  u. 

i*See  Oeneral  Passenger-Fare  Investiga¬ 
tion,  39  CAB.  291,  309-31S  (1960). 
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by  the  cost-escalation  factor.  These  re¬ 
sults  compare  favorably  the  projec¬ 
tions  for  ONA  and  Saturn  on  tiiese  — 
cost  items,  and.  we  believe  the  pn^^oaed 
DC-8  aircraft  and  servicing  costs  are 
reasonable. 

GENESAZ.  BUKDEN 

Saturn  believes  that  passaiger  service, 
promotion  and  sales,  transport-related 
expeoses,  and  the  commercial  operati<ms 
furi,  landing  and  h^nriltrig  iMrpAnao^ 
should  be  excluded  from  the  computation 
of  the  general  burden  ratio  as  th^  do 
not  ^ply  to  domestic  MAC  cargo  opera¬ 
tions.  The  Board  has  adhered  to  its  past 
procedure  of  determining,  the  general 
burden  ratio  m  a  system  basis.  The  car¬ 
rier  simply  has  not  shown  that  there  is 
a  difference  in  the  ratio  of  general  bur¬ 
den  that  accrues  to  t]^  cash  costs  for  the 
MAC  services  than  that  for  its  system 
operations.  The  DOD  objects,  however, 
to  the  Inclusion  of  fuel  costs  in  niiigning 
a  ratio  of  general  burden  to  other  cash 
costs  as  distorldve  because  the  precipitous 
increase  in  the  cost  ot  fuel  was  not  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  psoporUonate  increase 
in  general  burden.  Due  to  the  three-fold 
increase  since  t9T3  in  fuel  costs  per  gal¬ 
lon,  we  win  modify,  in  this  instance,  our 
normal  methodolgy  so  as  to  extiude  fuel 
costs  tax  computiDg  the  ratio  of  goacral 
and  administevdive  expenses  (less  uncol¬ 
lectible  accounts)  to  other  cash  operating 
expenses  (excluding  trimsport-r^ted 
eaq^enees) 

SITE  or  HETXJBU  ON  SATXTHN’S  L-188 
URCRAFT 

The  established  return  on  recognised 
investment  of  10.5  percent  plm  a  mrovi- 
Blon  for  taxes  would  tnoduce  retium  de¬ 
ments  of  11.73  and  10.18  cmts  per  plane- 
mile  for  Satium’s  L-188  Logair  and 
Quicktrans  operations,  respectively.  This 
is  about  one-third  ot  the  profit  margin 
similarly  computed  for  ONA’s  DC-8  air¬ 
craft  which  are  common-rated  with  the 
L-188  for  these  services.** 

Viewed  another  way,  ONA’s  profit 
margins  for  its  Logair  and  Quicktrans 
services  are  equal  to  13.5  and  14.4  per¬ 
cent.  respectively,  of  its  operating  ex- 
pmises,  whereas  Saturn’s  margins  are 
only  4.3  and  3.9  percoit,  respectiveiy. 
Because  such  a  mturgin  could  easily  be 
eliminated  by  a  slieht  Increase  bi  oper¬ 
ating  costs,  Saturn  has  requested  that  a 
return  floor  be  estaUisbed  to  provide  the 
carrier  an  adequate  return. 

In  previous  MAC  cases  in  which  a  car¬ 
rier’s  Investment  in  relation  to  the  vol- 
ume  and  cost  of  the  services  to  be  per¬ 
formed  woidd  result  in  a  pret^uiously 
low  margin,  the  Board  has  established  a 
return  floor,**  and  we  believe  that  Sat¬ 
urn’s  situatlan  here  warrants  rfmiutr 
consideration. 


»It  should  be  noted  that  this  to  consistent 
with  the  manner  In  whiih  tuti  nirnhargns 
are  handled.  The  rate  to  adjusted  to  iMeet 
fuel  cost  Increases  hnt  general  burden  to  not 
Incrtased. 

^  Sm  Appendix  D. 

*  8m  eg..  ES-aa  adopted  litrch  .17.  IMS. 


In  our  judgment,  considering 
margte  being  provided  for  ONA’s  com- 
EBcm-rated  DG-9^a'  and  current  oost- 
trends,  we  believe  a  return  and  tax  pro- 
visicm  of  20  cents  par  phme-mlle  itor 
Saturn’s  projected  L-188  domestic  MAC 
services  to  be  fair  and  reasonable.  As  set 
out  in  Appendix  D,  Oils  gso- 

duces  a  profit-margin  ratio  to  operating 
costs  of  sgiproxlmatriy  10  percent  for  the 
projected  common-rated  DC-9/L-188 
Logair  and  Quicktrans  services. 

USE  or  6BEAT-CIRCLK  tra.WAnrtf 

We  propose  to  continue  the  multi¬ 
element  minimum  rate  structure 
Ing  of  a  line-haul  rate  per  mile  flown 
plus  a  rate  per  directed  landing.  Ih  the 
past,  the  line-haul  rate  was  for  a  course- 
flown  statute  mile.  The  DOD  has  re¬ 
quested  that  the  Board  and  carrier  par¬ 
ties  cimsider  keying  the  line-haul  rates 
to  great-circle  nonstop  miles  between 
points  served  in  domestic  MAC  (dera¬ 
tions.  In  support  of  Hs  reiiuest.  the  DOD 
claims  that  (x>urse-flown  mfleages  are 
subject  to  interim  variations  whMi  cre¬ 
ate  an  administrative  bnsdea  not  com¬ 
mensurate  with  payment  impact, 
that  this  problem  could  be  eliminated  by 
establishing  the  line^haul  rates  <ss  the 
basis  of  the  great-eli^  mfleages  flown. 
At  the  conference,  the  carrier  parties 
agreed  that  this  revision  would  be  desir¬ 
able.  Accordingly,  the  pndoeed  rates  will 
apply  to  the  great-clrdc  miles  between 
pairs  of  points  served.** 

We  have  carefully  reviewed  the  DCMD 
contracts  for  PY  1976  and  have  com¬ 
pared  the  course-flown  statute  miles  to 
the  great-idrcle  nonstop  to  arrive 
at  conversion  factors  to  be  used  in  each 
class  of  service,  by  aircraft  type,  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  carriers  with  the  same  level  of 
line-haul  payments  based  on  great-<drcle 
mileages.*^ 

TTxe  following  table  sets  forth  the  (ton- 
version  factors  to  be  use(L 


OvcRMB  NattenaL.  DOe-SO 

fl*t«WB - - - L-MW 

D^.. - L-US 

hcaa 

Lent 

L«W 

(pilaktiaaa 

8**«. . n-MO 

LOWl 

BATES  PEB  PnaCTBD  UUIOINa 

As  noted  above,  we  propose  to  retain 
the  multielement  formula  currently  used 
In  payments  for  domestic  MAC  servtece, 
including  a  fixed  charge  per  directed 
landing,  by  airentft  type.  The  limbing 
rate  is  Intraded  to  give  ac(xmnt  to  cost 
fluctuations  aitoompanylng  vartoUions  in 
the  flight  patterns  during  the.  contiaei 
year  whtoh  MAC  seeesseqF  to  ee- 


»  WS  also  propoM  to  amend  |  M8A(e>  to 
reOaM^^toat  mllaa  i^iortad  mul 

Qataktrana  ehartata  ahall  be  on  of 

the  gjQHkt-drda  dtatanoek  In.  atoSaSa  amaa. 
betwsm  stopocto  earvwu  aCtoettva  with  the 
IMinlfctlOri  of  tll0  fiMd.  nil0 
"’Stee  Appendix  K 
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mnantodate  traflk  flows.  Thus,  the  pay¬ 
ments  are  adjusted  in  line  with  changes 
In  the  nutnher  of  Intermediate  military 
bas^  served  by  a  flight.  TTie  landing  and 
line  haul  ratm  are  complementary  and 
computed  to  produce  the  projected  cost. 
Therefore,  If  the  compensation  is  to 
change.  cosMdstent  with  cost  movement 
foe  aflerattana  in  flight  patterns,  the 
landing  rate  ranst  reasonably  represent 
the  (tost  of  landing  the  aircraft.  TTie  car¬ 
riers  contend  that  the  current  landing 
rates  are  inadequate  and  do  not  ade- 
(luately  compensate  them  when  MAC  re¬ 
quires  additional  points  to  be  served. 

The  present  landing  rate  of  $150  for 
DC-9  and  L-188  aircraft  was  gdopted  In 
1967.  and  was  later  made  applicable  to 
L-lOO  services.  The  DC-8  landing  rates 
were  subsequently  derived  based  upon  a 
capacity  relationship.  Since  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  these  rates,  costs  have  risen 
considerably.  In  subsequent  rate  reviews, 
these  csst  Inereases  flowed  into  line-haul 
rate  amendments  whereas  toe  ia|Wd*»'*g 
rates  were  held  constant.  ONA  has  sub¬ 
mitted  an  analysis  indkxittng  currust 
DC-9  IssidtagB  now  eest  $356.  MAC  took 
issue  wHh  this  analysis  and  argued  at 
first  that  ne  definitive  support  had  besn 

given  for  any  change  in  toe  landhgr  ratas. 
However,  at  toe  conference.  MAC  did 
concede  that  toe  current  rates  were  prob- 
aUy  tooknr. 

The  more  than  60  percent  Inereaae  far 
total  operating  expenses  since  toe 
full-scale  rate  review,**  clearly  to<Wt»^tos 
that  the  current  landtbig  rates  i»  longer 
reflect  landing  costs,  and  supports  CMCA’a 
contentions.  We  believe  toe  carrier^  po¬ 
sition  has  substantial  merit,  and  an  up¬ 
ward  adjustment  to  the  landing  rates  is 
warranted.  Mtneover.  It  toould  be 
clear  that  an  increase  in  toe 
rates  is  offset  by  a  complementary  reduc¬ 
tion  In  the  line-haul  rates;  thereby  alter¬ 
ing  toe  total  payments  only  in  toe  event 
of  changes  In  toe  number  of  p(flnt8 
served. 

Accordingly,  on  the  basis  of  ONA’s 
presentation  said  cost  trends,  we  are  pro¬ 
posing  to  fix  a  directed  landing  rate  of 
$250  for  DC-8/L-100 /L-188  aircraft  and 
$400  for  all  DC-t  type  aircraft. 

BATES  FOB  DO-S  AJBCBAFT 

While  the  DOD  does  not  contemplate 
use  of  DC-8  aircraft  in  domestic  MAC 
services  during  fiscal  year  1976,  they  do 
desfre  that  a  rate  be  cstablls&ed  for  tote 
typa  of  aircraft.  As  previously  Indi¬ 
cated.**  toe  Board  believes  toe  DOD 
is  entitled  to  such  rate  kiformation  la 
evaluating  the  cost-effectiveness  of  util¬ 
izing  DC-8  e(iuipment  in  figure  dooiestie 
services.  Accordhtiffy.  have  estab¬ 
lished  new  minimum  rates  for  DC-8  air¬ 
craft  based  on  the  latest  avaflafate  re¬ 
ported  data  and  an  psHmaited  opera- 
tkmal  stage  length  of  700  ebSss. 


»ER-733.  adoptal  MSy  tl.  1979.  effeottve 
JvSf  1,  1971,  and  bMstf  oo  rwolts  for  the 
yesrsadsd  ggiSwaahsr  99, 1990. 

»XB-888.  sdopSKl  Itoy  17,  1974,  sS  g 
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It  Is  proposed  to  amend  Part  S88  of  the 
Economic  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  288) 
as  foQoirs: 

1.  Amend  f  288.7(b)  to  read  as  foOows: 

§  288.7  RessoBaUe  level  of  eomprasa* 
tioa. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  For  Logalr  and  Qulcktrans  serv¬ 
ices,  other  than  specified  in  paragraiA 
(c)  of  this  section: 


Alroraft  type 

UofrliMil  rate  per 
great-olrcle  statute 
mile 

Rate  per 
dlreetM 
'  landing 

Logalr  Qnioktrans 

DC-9-8(VL-188C-. 

$2.4769 

$2.8518 

$250 

L-lOO-aVBO . 

8.4667 

A5824 

256 

DC-ess/eum . 

A9458 

48851 

40$ 

2.  Amend 

S  288.10(a) 

to 

read  as 

follows: 

§  288.10  Ccnuputation  of  passenger- 
miles  and  cargo  ton-miles. 

(a)  Oeneral  rule.  For  the  purposes  of 
this  part,  the  computation  of  passenger- 

Appbnddc  a. — Swnmary  of  line-haul  rates  for  Loffoir  ( 


miles  and  cargo  ton-miles  for  charter 
service  shall  be  based  on  no  lesser  mile¬ 
age  than  the  nmistop  great-circle  atr- 
port-to-airport  distance,  in  terms  of 
statute  miles  from  the  point  of  origin 
of  the  revenue  fiight  to  the  point  of 
destination  of  such  fiight,  via  such  inter¬ 
mediate  points  as  are  required  to  be 
served  by  the  terms  of  the  DOD  contract. 

If  the  direct  nonstop  alrport-to-airport 
distance  betweoi  the  point  of  origin  of 
the  revenue  fiight  to  the  point  of  desti-  ' 
nation  of  such  fiight.  or  between  any  pair 
of  points  comprising  a  route  segment 
required  to  be  served  by  the  terms  of  the 
DOD  contract,  is  4,000  miles  or  more,  and 
no  intermediate  points  are  required  to 
be  served  by  the  terms  of  the  contract, 
or  are  specified  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section,  the  mileage  shall  be  computed 
via  the  routings  which  srield  the  shortest 
mUeage. 

•  •  •  *  * 

nd  Quioktrans  services  carrier  and  aircraft  type 


Logair  Qulobtitau 


Eoeamnioooat 
per  oourae- 
flown  mile 

Llne-haol  rate 
peroonrse- 
m>wn  mile  > 

OonTersion 
taotor  (app.  R) 

line-haul  rate 
per  great-oircle 
mile 

Eoonomlo  ooet 
peroetirae- 
flownmlle 

Line-haul  rate 
perooune- 
flovn  mile  t 

Con  version 
feotor  (app.  B) 

line-haol  rate 
per  great-oircle 
mile 

ONA  DO  9-80 . 

.  $8. 1079 

82.4322 

1.0628 

82.6824 

$2.7641 

$2. 1474 

1.0861 

$2.2228 

Batora  lr-188C . . 

_ 2. 9179 

2.20M 

L0777 

2.8748 

A  7701 

A8S34 

L0861 

A4380 

Batum  I/-100-20/I6 _ 

.  A7459 

8.3292 

1.0418 

8.4667 

AS2g8 

A  4126 

L08S1 

A5$24 

Capitol  DC-6-06 . 

.  4.8860 

A  8146 

1.0418 

A  9721 

A  2742 

8.7028 

L0851 

A8828 

Capitol  DC-6-68 . 

_  5.2816 

4.6602 

L0418 

4.8257 

A 1127 

A  5418 

L0851 

ATOOr 

Batorn  DO-6-61 . 

.  40597 

5.4888 

1.0418 

6.7156 

40179 

44466 

LQ851 

5.6877 

DC-6-86/L-1880  • . 

2.4760 

L-100-«V8$ . 

A4667 

DC-8-65/tl/B3' . 

_ _ _ 

4.9458 

A835( 

>  Total  eoooomio  cost  leal  $400  per  directed  landing  for  DG-S  airoratt  and,  $2M  per 
directed  tatnding  for  all  other  aircraft  types. 

*  Weighted  on  basis  of  great-circle  miles  per  fiscal  year  1976  contracts:  89.6  pot.  ON  A: 
60.85  pot.  SUN. 


'  Weighted  on  basis  of  aircraft  assigned:  Cmitol  2  DC-S-65  =25  pot.,  Capitol  8 
DO-8hM=8T.6  pet.,  and  Saturn  3  DO-S^l  =87A 


[FR  Doc.76-28693  Filed  10-23-76;8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  20609] 

[47  CFR  Parts  2, 89] 

STATIONS  IN  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT 
RADIO  SERVICE 

Order  To  Further  Extend  Time  for  Filing 
Comments  and  Reply  Comments 

In  the  matter  of  Aaoendment  of  Parts 
2  and  89  of  the  rules  to  provide  for  the 
use  ot  frequencies  530,  1606,  and  1612 
|rw«  by  stations  in  the  Local  Government 
Radio  Service  for  the  transmission  of 
certain  kinds  of  information  to  the 
traveling  public. 

1.  On  June  12,  1975,  the  Commission 
rtieased  a  notice  of  proposed  rulmaking 
in  the  above  captioned  matter.^  Com¬ 
ments  ware  invited  on  or  before  August 
18, 1975,  with  r^ly  cmnments  due  on  or 
before  Sefrtmber  5,  1975.  Several  peti¬ 
tions  for  extension  of  time  tor  filing 
comments  were  subsequently  filed  by 
Halstead  Communications,  Inc.  (Hal¬ 
stead)  ,  the  National  Association  of 
Broadcasters  (NAB)  and  ttie  United 
States  Deparhnwit  of  Transportation 


1 40  nt  SSm.  August  22. 1975. 


(DOT).  NAB  requested  additional  time 
due  to  their  vacation  schedule  and  a 
large  number  of  other  filings  which  they 
were  concurrently  working  on.  Halstead 
and  DOT  requested  additional  time  to 
complete  experimental  field  testing  of  a 
radiating  coaxial  cable  system  which 
could  be  utilized  under  the  proposed  ra¬ 
dio  system.  Resultantly,  on  August  18. 
1975,  the  Commission  released  an  order 
extending  the  comment  and  reply  com¬ 
ment  dates  to  October  17  and  Novem¬ 
ber  18, 1975,  respectively. 

2.  A  second  motion  for  an  extension  of 
time  for  filing  comments  has  now  been 
filed  by  Halstead  Communications,  Inc. 
In  this  motifm,  Halstead  Indicates  that 
several  problems  have  caused  delays  to 
the  field  testing  of  the  radiating  coaxial 
cable  system,  which  is  temporarily 
installed  near  an  Interstate  highway  in 
North  Carolina.  Operational  difficulties 
with  the  cable  system’s' transmitter  der 
layed  fidd  test  commencement  until 
S^tember  5,  1975.  Later,  heavy  rains 
from  Hurricane  Eloise  halted  all  field 
testing  operations  during  the  period  from 
Septonber  15  through  22,  1975.  Due  to 
these  unforeseen  delays,  Halstead  datms 
it  wUl  not  be  able  to  ccunplete  tests  and 
compile  data  before  October  17, 1975.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  it  requests  that  the  time  for 


filing  comments  and  r^ly  cmnments  in 
this  proceeding  be  further  extended  for 
fourteen  days  to  October  31  and  Decem¬ 
ber  1, 1975,  respectively. 

3.  In  its  order  released  August  18, 1975, 
initially  extending  the  time  period  for 
filing  comments,  the  Commission  stated 
it  could  obtain  useful  information  from 
this  field  test  and  considered  it  to  be  in 
the  public  interest  to  grant  the  extension 
of  time.  This  opinion  is  still  held  by  the 
Commission.  Because  of  this  and  the  fact 
that  the  time  requested  is  not  considered 
excessive,  the  motion  is  b^hg  granted  to 
extend  the  comment  and  reply  comment 
dates. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  Pursuant 
to  S  0.251(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations,  that  the  date  for  filing 
comments  is  extended  from  October  17 
to  October  31,  1975,  and  the  date  for 
filing  reply  comments  is  extended  from 
November  18  to  December  1, 197^ 

Adopted:  October  15. 1975. 

Released:  October  17, 1975. 

Fiderai.  Communications 
COIOOSSION, 

[seal]  Ashton  R.  Haiot, 

General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.76-28679  Filed  10-23-75:8:46  am] 


FCDBbVL  KOISTEI,  VOL  40,  NO.  207— mOAY,  OaOSEt  24,  1975 


PROPOSED  RUUS 


49799 


[47CFRPart73] 

IDocket  No.  a0660] 

BROADCAST  LICENSEES 

Nondiscrimination  in  Emptoymant  Policies 

and  Practices;  Order  Denying  Request  for 

Extension  of  Time  To  File  Comments 

In  the  matter  of  nondiscrimination  in 
the  employment  policies  and  practices  of 
broadcast  licensees: 

1.  On  July  25,  1975,  the  Commission 
released  a  notice  of  Inquiry  and  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  in  the  above  ciq)' 
tloned  proceeding  and  puMication  was 
made  in  the  Fbderal  Rbgister  on  July  28. 
1975.  40  FR  16967.  Comments  and 
reidiee  thereto  were  scheduled  to  be  filed 
on  September  11,  1975  and  October  1. 
1975,  respectivdy.  • 

2.  Hie  Corporation  for  Public  Broad¬ 
casting  filed  a  Motion  for  Extension  of 
Time  in  which  to  file  e(Hnment8  in  this 
proceeding  on  August  29,  1975.  TUs  re- 
qtiast  was  allowed  by  ttie  General  Counsel 
mads  delegated  authority  frmn  the 
Commission  in  an  Order  for  Extending 
Time  for  Filiag  Cmnments,  adopted 
Beptenfoer  4,  1975  and  released  Septem¬ 
ber  9,  1975,  extending  the  time  to 
file  comments  and  replies  thereto  to 
October  13, 1975  and  October  31, 1975,  re- 
spectlvdy.  40  FR  42578,  September  15, 
1975. 

3.  On  October  6,  1975,  ONDA-USA.  a 
nati<nial  Catholic  assoclatimi  of  broad¬ 
casters  and  allied  communicators,  filed  a 
Request  for  Extension  of  Time  with  the 
Commission  seeking  time  to  file  com¬ 
ments  in  the  above  cimtioned  proceeding 
until  November  19, 1975. 

4.  After  thorough  consideration  of  the 
pleading  of  UNDA-USA  to  extend  the 
time  for  the  filing  of  initial  comments  in 
this  proceeding,  it  is  determined  that 
further  delay  by  a  grant  of  DNDA-UBA’s 
request  would  not  be  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  to  effect  an  expeditious  termination 
to  this  proceeding,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  sufficient  time  was  given  originally 
to  file  ccunments  and  reply  commoits  and 
a  30  day  extension  of  time  was  given  to 
allow  for  the  filing  of  comments.  It  is 
detennlned  that  iuiequate  time,  by  virtue 
of  both  actions,  has  been  allowed  for  fil¬ 
ing  of  comments  in  this  proceeding. 

i.  Accordingly.  U  is  ordered.  That  the 
Request  for  Extension  of  Time  to  file 
comments  in  this  proceeding  by  UNDAr- 
USA  is  denied. 

6.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  section  4(1) ,  5(d)  and 
303(r)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934.  as  amended,  and  S  0.251  of  the 
Commission's  rules  (47  CFR  0.251). 

Adopted:  October  10,  1975. 

Rdeased:  October  20.  1975. 

[scsLl  Ashton  R.  Habdt, 

General  Conned. 

[FR  Doe.76-38S80  PU«d  10-38-7S;8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

[10  CFR  Part  210  3 

STRIPPER  WEU  LEASE  EXEMPTION 

BEGINNING  NOVEMBER  30,  1975 

Proposed  Extension 

On  May  15,  1975,  pursuant  to  sectimi 
4(g)(2)  of  the  Emergency  Petroleum 
Allocation  Act  of  1973,  (“EPAA,**  Pub.  L. 
33-159,  as  amended.  Pub.  L.  93-511), 
the  FEA  submitted  to  the  Senate  and  to 
the  Rouse  of  Representatives  findings 
and  a  proposed  amendment  to  the  strip¬ 
per  well  lease  exemption  of  section  4(e) 
(2)  of  the  EPAA,  as  Implemented  in  10 
CFR  210.32.  The  amendment  is  designed 
to  rmove  a  disincentive  to  Increased 
production  from  marginally-producing 
stripper  well  leasee,  which  existed  under 
the  previous  regulatkm,  by  providing  that 
once  a  property  qualifies  as  a  stripper 
well  lease  on  the  basis  of  its  per-weD  pro¬ 
duction  for  any  calendar  year  beginning 
after  December  31.  1972,  the  property 
will  continue  to  enjoy  exonpt  status, 
r^iardlees  of  any  increased  productton 
in  a  subsequent  year. 

The  May  15  amendment  was  adopted 
pursuant  to  the  procedures  of  section  4 
(g)(2)  ef  the  EPAA,  which  provides: 

IT  at  any  time  after  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  Act  the  President  finds  that  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  regulation  under  subsection  (a) 
to  crude  (Xl,  residual  fuel  oil,  or  a  refined 
petroleum  product  Is  not  necessary  to  carry 
out  this  Act.  that  there  Is  no  shortage  of 
such  oU  or  product,  and  that  exenH>ting  such 
oU  or  product  from  such  regulation  will  not 
have  an  adverse  Impact  on  the  supply  of  any 
other  <X1  or  refined  pstrcdeiun  products  sub¬ 
ject  to  title  Act,  he  may  prescribe  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  regulation  \mder  subsection  (a) 
exempting  such  oU  or  product  from  such 
regulation  for  a  period  of  not  more  than 
ninety  days.  The  President  shaU  submit  any 
such  amendment  and  any  such  findings  to 
the  Congress.  An  amendment  under  this 
paragraph  may  not  ezenqtt  more  than  one 
oil  or  one  product.  Such  an  amendment  shall 
take  effect  on  a  date  specified  in  the  amend¬ 
ment.  but  in  no  case  sooner  than  the  eloee 
of  the  earliest  period  which  begins  after  the 
submission  of  such  amendment  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  which  includes  at  least  five  days 
-during  which  the  House  was  In  session  and 
at  least  five  days  during  which  the  Senate 
was  In  session;  except  that  such  wnendment 
shall  not  take  effect  if  before  the  npiration 
of  such  pertod  either  House  of  Congress  ap¬ 
proves  a  reaohitloo  of  that  House  stating  In 
substance  that  such  House  disapproves  such 
amendment. 

Included  with  the  May  15  sutoiisslaa 
to  Cttigress  were  the  following  findings, 
required  under  section  4(g)  (2) : 

It  Is  clear  from  the  legislative  history,  as 
weU  as  tiom  the  language  of  the  EPAA,  that 
aj^lication  of  the  anoeation  and  prioe  regu¬ 
lations  to  the  first  sale  of  erode  oU  produced 
from  leases  whose  average  dally  production 
Is  10  barrels  or  leas  per  weU  was  wot  deemed 
necessary  to  tnq>lement  tiM  overall  oongree- 
slonal  policy  embodied  In  the  Act. 


The  report  of  the  House  Intmtate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  Committee  indicates  that 
"pricing  controls  and  forced  allocation  of 
(crude  oU  laoduoed  from  stripper  well  leases] 
would  unnecessarily  inhibit  producti<m’* 
since  "pricing  restrictions  imposed  iinder 
other  federal  authority  have  demonstrably 
had  the  effect  of  Inhibiting  production  from 
such  wells.”  The  Committee  clearly  stated 
its  Intent  "that  a  similar  result  should  not 
be  made  possible  by  the  Mandatory  Petro¬ 
leum  AUocation  Program  called  for  [by  the 
HPAA].” 

SImUarly.  the  legislative  history  of  the 
Trans-Alaska  Pipeline  Authorisation  Act  at 
1973  (Pub.  L.  93-183,  enacted  eleven  days 
prior  to  the  EPAA)  contained  a 
exemption  for  stripper  wells,  again  indicat¬ 
ing  a  clear  congxe^onal  policy  in  favor  of 
Misnrlng  that  prioe  controls  would  not  in¬ 
hibit  the  continued  production  from  these 
marglxially-produelng  properties.  The  Senate 
Committee  on  Interior  insidar  Affairs 
stated  the  purpoee  of  the  exemption  as  being 
"to  insure  that  direct  er  indirect  price  eett- 
ings  do  not  have  the  effect  of  resulting  in  any 
loss  of  d<»nestie  crude  oti  production  froim  the 
premature  shutdown  of  stripper  wtfs  for 
economic  reasons.”  (luphaals  added.)  Oea- 
tlnuatiOB  of  the  extstiog  segulatlon,  how¬ 
ever,  would  have  effects  eontsary  to  these 
that  Congress  expressly  sought  te  achieve. 

The  PEA  finds  that  there  Is  currently  no 
shortage  of  erode  oU  available  to  vefinora  in 
the  CUlted  States,  and  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  wni  not  have  an  adverse  tanpaet  en 
other  products  covered  by  FEA  regulations. 
These  findings,  however,  although  sailed  for 
by  the  EPAA.  are  not  necessarily  material 
considerations  in  the  adoption  of  this  amend¬ 
ment,  which  is  designed  to  encourage  the  In¬ 
creased  domestic  production  of  crude  oil 
from  marginally-producing  stripper  well 
leases,  and  thereby  more  ad^uately  to  carry 
out  the  intent  of  the  oongreealonally-man- 
dated  stripper  well  lease  exemptlim.  The  tan- 
pact,  thei^ore,  of  the  aoaendment  on  crude 
oil  and  other  products  should  be  simply  to 
displace  with  increased  domestic  production 
the  crude  oil  that  would  otherwise  zkeed  to 
be  imported  in  order  to  nmlntaln  adequate 
and  reliable  supplies  of  petroleum  products. 
Continuation  of  the  regulation  in  its  present 
f<»in.  on  the  other  hand,  would  effectively 
eliminate  this  potential  source  of  additional 
domestic  crude  oil.  and  would  tend  to  ao- 
eelerate  the  decline  in  production  from  mar¬ 
ginally-producing  properties.  Aocordlngly, 
the  FEA  finds  that  the  continued  regulation 
ci  this  narrow  category  of  crude  oil  is  un¬ 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  and  ob¬ 
jectives  of  the  EPAA,  and  that  the  effect 
of  the  amendment  will  be  to  promote  the  tn- 
creased  production  of  domestic  crude  oU, 
thoreby  decreasing  the  Nation’s  dependence 
on  foreign  supplies. 

This  amendment  is  not  intended  to  effect 
any  change  in  the  method  of  measuring  the 
number  at  barrels  of  production  from  a  prop¬ 
erty  or  in  the  method  of  cotmting  the  num¬ 
ber  of  production  wells  for  purposes  of  the 
stripper  well  lease  exemption.  These  aspects 
of  the  stripper  well  lease  exemption  were 
specifically  treated  In  Ruling  1974-39  and 
BnUng  1974-30,  neither  of  which  is  altered 
in  any  way  by  the  amendment  adopted  here¬ 
in.  The  amendment  Is  also  intended  te  have 
no  effect  cm  the  cemtinued  viability  of  Buttng 
1974-38  (InappllcaUUty  of  the  "Stripper 
Well  Lease”  Exemption  of  10  OFE  filOfiS  to 
Oas  Wells),  which  the  PSA  Is  conentty  re¬ 
considering  in  a  separate  proceeding  (40  FB 
18004,  AiwU  34.  1970). 
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InBofar  as  the  amendment  might  have  the 
effect  of  releasing  from  the  celling  price  some 
crude  oil  that  Is  produced  from  properties 
that  lost  the  stripper  well  lease  eaenqptton 
because  of  production  levels  In  excess  of  ten 
barrels  per  wen  per  day  during  calendar  year 
1974,  the  amendment  will  operate  prospec¬ 
tively  only.  TTierefore.  for  those  properties  in 
this  narrow  category,  crude  oil  may  be  sold 
without  regard  to  the  celling  price  rule  of  10 
CFR  213.7S.  as  of  the  effective  date  of  the 
amendment.  However,  such  producers  may 
not  retroactively  Increase  the  price  of  such 
crude  oU  for  sales  that  occurred  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  this  amendment. 

<40  FB  2S12a.  tSU4,  May  tl.  1975.) 

The  findings  and  amendment  were 
adopted  by  FSA  after  a  rulemaking  and 
public  hearing.  Notice  of  the  proposed 
wnendment  was  given  on  February  28, 
1275  (40  FH  10195,  March  5,  19751 ,  oom- 
moits  were  received  from  S3  interested 
persons,  and  a  public  hearing  was  held 
on  Maridi  21.  1975,  at  which  five  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  presented  oral  testimony. 
ConslderaUoa  of  all  the  written  and  oral 
presentations  led  FEA  to  conclude  tiiat 
tt  had  been  correct  tn  its  preliminary 
analysis  that  the  prior  regidatlon  pro¬ 
vided  a  disincentive  to  increased  produc¬ 
tion. 

The  amendment  and  findings  were 
submitted  to  each  House  of  Congress  on 
May  15.  1975.  and  the  five-day  period 
for  Congressional  review  began  on  May 
If,  1975.  The  period  beginning  May  16, 
19TC  and  ending  June  2,  1975  Indudml 
five  days  during  which  each  House  of 
Congress  was  in  session,  and  during 
which  neither  House  approved  a  resolu¬ 
tion  stating  In  substance  that  such  House 
dlsigjpraved  the  amendment.  Accord¬ 
ingly.  as  provided  for  by  section  4(g)  (2) 
of  the  EPAA,  the  amendment  became  ef¬ 
fective  June  S.  1975  (40  FR  24517,  June  9. 
1975)  for  a  90-day  period,  the  last  day  of 
which  was  August  31, 1975. 

On  July  94.  antielnating  the  explra- 
tton  of  the  90-day  period  on  August  31, 
1975,  PEA  gave  notice  (40  FR  31925,  July 
90,  1975)  of  the  adoption  of  an  exten- 
sloi> — for  a  setxmd  90-day  period  begin¬ 
ning  September  1,  1975— of  the  May  15 
amendment.  In  adopting  the  July  24  ex¬ 
tension.  FEA  noted  that  the  May  IS  find¬ 
ings,  although  called  for  by  the  EPAA. 
had  not  been  deemed  necessarily  ma¬ 
terial  oonsMeratlons  in  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment,  the  purpose  of  which  is 
to  encourage  the  incresised  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  of  crude  oil  from  marginally- 
producliM  strippM*  well  leases,  and  tha«- 
by  more  adequately  to  carry  out  the  in¬ 
tent  of  the  congresskmally-mandated 
strippa*  wdl  lease  exemption.  Therefore, 
the  impact  of  the  amendment  on  crude 
oil  and  other  products  was  seen  as  simply 
one  of  with  increased  domestic 

production  the  crude  oil  that  would 
otherwise  need  to  be  Imported  tn  order  to 
maintain  adequate  and  reltable  supplies 
of  pctroHeum  products.  Cdhtinuation  of 
tile  TeguSaticn  tn  Its  pre-May  15  form,  on 
the  other  hand,  would  effectlvdy  have 
eliminated  this  potential  source  of  addi¬ 
tional  domestic  crude  oil,  and  would  have 
tended  to  accelerate  the  decline  In  pro¬ 
duction  from  marginally-producing 
properties.  Accordingly,  the  PEA  found 
last  July  that  the  continued  regulation  of 


this  narrow  category  of  crude  oil  was 
unnecessary  to  carry  out  the  EPAA,  and 
that  Just  as  the  effect  of  the  May  15 
amendment  would  be  to  promote  the  in¬ 
creased  production  of  domestic  crude 
oil.  thereby  decreasing  the  Nation’s  de¬ 
pendence  on  foreign  supplies,  the  effect 
of  the  extension  would  be  to  ensure  the 
continued  increased  production  of  do¬ 
mestic  crude  oU. 

The  FEA  also  concluded  that  as  of 
last  July  there  was  no  Justification  to 
depart  from  the  conclusions  reached  as 
a  result  of  the  rulemaking  proceeding 
and  contained  in  the  findings  submitted 
to  Congress  on  May  15.  Moreover.  Just 
as  continuation  of  the  regulation  in  its 
prior  form  would  effectively  have  dis¬ 
couraged  a  potential  source  of  additional 
domestic  crude  oil.  reversion  at  that  time 
to  the  disincentives  Inherent  in  the  prior 
regulation  might  have  had  the  effect  of 
forcing  the  premature  abandonment  of 
many  projects  continued  or  begun  in  re¬ 
liance  upon  the  amendment.  Indeed,  the 
amendment  itself,  as  well  as  the  com¬ 
ments  and  testimony  received  in  the 
rulemaking  proceeding,  reflect  the  prem¬ 
ise  that,  to  be  effective. '  the  stripper 
well  lease  amendment  must  continue  in 
its  present  form  on  an  indefinite  basis, 
so  long  as  there  is  a  price  differential 
between  exempt  stripper  well  lease  crude 
oil  and  other  domes^  crude  oil. 

Therefore,  on  July  24  CTIA  reaffirmed 
Its  May  15  findings  and  again  found  that 

(1)  the  application  of  the  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Price  Regulations  to  crude  oil 
IHoduced  from  leases  whose  average 
dally  production  is  10  barrels  or  less  per 
well  in  any  year  since  1972  is  not  nec¬ 
essary  to  implement  the  overall  Con¬ 
gressional  poUcy  embodies  in  the  EPAA; 

(2)  there  is  no  shortage  of  crude  oil 
avallahle  to  refiners  in  the  United  States; 
and  (9)  extensi(Hi  of  the  amendment  will 
not  have  an  adverse  impact  on  other 
prodnete  coveted  by  FEA  regulations.  An 
opportunity  was  afforded,  however,  for 
comment  from  interested  persons  on  the 
action  extending  the  amendment  in 
order  to  ensure  that  there  had  been  no 
changes  in  circumstances  such  as  would 
affect  the  validity  of  the  May  15  findings. 
However,  due  to  the  exigent  circum¬ 
stances — the  term  of  the  original  amend¬ 
ment  was  to  expire  on  August  31,  1975, 
and  both  Houses  of  Congress  were  sched¬ 
uled  to  be  in  recess  during  the  month 
of  August — the  action  extending  the 
stripper  well  lease  amendment  was  sent 
to  Congress  on  July  24,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  4(g)  (2) .  (Due  to  the  unusual  nature 
of  the  May  15  findings  and  amendment, 
which  were  predicated  principally  on  the 
need  to  remove  an  obvious  disincentive 
to  Increased  production.  FEA  did  not 
anticipate  receiving  any  comments  that 
would  affect  the  validity  of  those  find¬ 
ings  and  the  amendment;  in  fact,  no 
comments  were  received.) 

Inasmurii  as  neither  House  of  Con¬ 
gress  took  any  action  disapproving  the 
July  24  extension  it  became  effective  as 
of  September  1.  (The  expiration  of  the 
EPAA  on  August  31,  and  its  subsequent 
'  extension  on  September  29,  did  not  affect 
the  length  of  the  extension;  see  Ruling 
1975-17,  40  PR  48341,  October  15,  1975, 
for  a  discussion  of  the  applicability  of 


FEA  regulations  during  that  period.  The 
90-day  period  which  began  September  1 
will  expire  on  November  29.) 

FEA  hereby  proposes  to  extend  again, 
for  a  period  of  90  days  beginning  Novem¬ 
ber  30,  the  May  15  amendment  to  the 
strii^ier  well  lease  exemption.  There  is 
presently  no  reason  to  question  the  con¬ 
tinued  validity  of  the  May  IS  findings. 
However,  inasmuch  as  the  exigent  cir¬ 
cumstances  that  prevailed  last  July  are 
not  present,  FEA  will  afford  Interested 
persons  an  opportunity  to  comment  on 
this  extension  prior  to  its  submission  by 
FEA  to  both  Houses  of  Congress  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  4(g)  (2)  of  the  EPAA. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  data,  views  or  arguments  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  extension  set  forth  in  this 
notice  to  Executive  .Communications, 
Boom  3309,  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion,  Box  EP,  Washington  D.C.  20461. 
Comments  should  be  identified  on  the 
outside  of  the  envelope  and  on  docu¬ 
ments  submitted  to  FEA  Executive 
Commimlcations  with  the  designation 
“Extension  of  Stripper  Wril  Lease  Ex¬ 
emption  Amendment.**  FlftoNi  copies 
should  be  submitted.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  by  Tuesday.  November  4, 1975,  be¬ 
fore  4:30  pjn.,  e.d.t  and  all  relevant  in¬ 
formation.  will  be  cmisidered  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration. 

Any  Information  or  data  considered  by 
the  person  furnishing  it  to  be  confidential 
must  be  so  identified  and  submitted  in 
writing,  one  copy  only.  ITie  FEA  reserves 
the  right  to  determine  the  confidential 
status  of  the  information  or  data  and  to 
treat  it  according  to  that  determination. 

As  required  by  section  7(c)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of 
1974  (“FEAA,”  Pub.  L.  93-275) ,  a  copy 
of  the  original  February  28  nt^e  was 
submitted  to  the  Administrator  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
<“EPA’*)  for  his  ccxnments  concerning 
the  impact  of  the  proposed  amendment 
cm  the  quality  of  the  environment.  The 
Administrator  had  no  comments  on  the 
proposaL  During  the  ensuing  rulemaking 
proceeding  on  the  amendment,  oral  and 
written  comments  were  received.  The 
amendment,  which  was  adoptiri  on  May 
15,  1975  and  became  effective  on  June  S, 
1975.  is  now  proposed  to  be  exteixled  a 
second  time.  Inasmuch  as  this  extension 
is  merely  a  continuation  of  the  current 
exemption  foimd  at  10  CTPR  21092  and 
In  no  way  modifies  Its  substantive  con¬ 
tent  FEA  has  determined  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  extension  is  unlikely  to  have  any 
adverse  impact  on  the  quality  of  the  en¬ 
vironment  or  any  substantial  impact  on 
the  Nation’s  economy  or  large  numbers 
of  individuals  or  businesses  that  has  not 
already  been  previously  commented  upon 
and  evaluated  Accordingly,  the  FEAA 
requirements  of  section  7(c)  (2)  requir¬ 
ing  submission  to  EPA,  and  section  7(i) 
(1)  (C)  requiring  a  hearing  have  already 
been  satisfied  and  neither  a  further  sub¬ 
mission  to  EPA.  nor  a  further  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  oral  presentation  of  views  is 
necessary. 

This  extension  has  been  reviewed  in 
su^cordance  with  Executive  Order  11821, 
issued  November  27,  1974,  and  has  been 
determined  not  to  be  of  a  nature  that 
requires  an  evaluation  of  its  inflationary 
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Impact  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
11821. 

(Bmergency  Petroleum  AUocation  Act  of 
1978.  Pub.  L.  93-169,  «8  amended.  Pub.  L. 
93-611  and  Pub.  L.  94-99:  Federal  JSamrgj 
Administration  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-375; 
B.O.  11790  (39  FR  23186) ) . 

In  consideration  of  the  forgoing.  Part 
210  of  Chapter  n,  Title  10  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulati<His,  as  amended  May 
15.  1976  (as  set  forth  below),  and  as 
extended  July  24. 1975.  is  prop(»ed  to  be 
continued  in  effect  for  a  period  of  90 
days  or  for  such  longer  period  as  may 
be  permitted  under  applicable  law.  effec¬ 
tive  November  SO.  1975.  unless  this  ex- 
toision  of  the  May  15  amoklment  or  any 
portion  thereof  is  disapproved  by  either 
House  of  Ckmgress  before  that  date. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  October 
22,  1975. 

DAvm  O.  WnsoH, 

AcUng  General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

Section  210.32  is  continued  in  effect  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  210.32  Stripper  well  leasee. 

•  •  •  •  « 

(b)  Definitions.  •  •  • 

“Stripper  weU  lease”  means  a  “prop¬ 
erty”  whose  average  daily  production  of 
crude  oil.  including  condensates,  per  well 
did  not  exceed  10  barrels  per  day  during 
any  preceding  calendar  year  beginning 
aftw  December  31,  1972. 

(FR  DOC.7&-48806  Filed  10-23-75;  12: 33  pm] 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

[16CFBPart443] 

HEALTH  SPAS 

Extenaton  of  Time  To  Propose  Issues  of 

Disputed  ftct  on  Proposed  Trade  Resu- 

latiOT  Rule 

Notice  of  opportunity  to  propose  is¬ 
sues  of  disputed  fact  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posed  Trade  Regulatkm  Rule  concerning 
Health  Spas  was  published  in  the  Fkd- 
KRAL  Rkgistkb  on  Monday.  August  18, 
1975  (40  FR  34615).  The  notice  also  set 
forth  the  text  of  the  proposed  rule  and 
a  statement  of  reason  for  the  proposed 
rule. 

In  response  to  a  petition  on  behalf  of 
certeiln  industry  members,  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Officer  has  determined,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  of  i  1.13(c)Il)  of  the 
Commission’s  Procedures  and  rules  of 
practice,  to  extend  the  time  for  propos¬ 
ing  issues  of  disputed  fact  for  a  period 
of  sixty  days  beyond  the  original  clos¬ 
ing  date  of  October  20.  1975.  Accord¬ 
ingly.  the  record  in  this  matter  will  re¬ 
main  open  for  that  purpose  until  De¬ 
cember  19,  1975. 

Pnmosed  issues  of  disputed  fact  con¬ 
cerning  the  proposed  rule  should  be  filed 
with  the  Special  Assistant  Director  for 
Rul^naking.  Bureau  of  Consumer  Pro¬ 
tection.  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20580. 

Issued:  October  20, 1975. 

Rooks  J.  Fitzpatrick, 
Presiding  Officer. 

[FR  Doo.76-28669  FUed  10-33-76;8:45  am] 


[16CFRPart454] 

ADVERTI8IHG  AND  LABEUNG  OF 

PROTEIN  SUPPLEMENTS 

Extension  of  Time  To  Propoee  Issues  of 
Disputed  Fact  on  Proposed  Trade  Regu¬ 
lation  Rule 

Notice  of  opportunity  to  propoee  is¬ 
sues  of  disputed  fact  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posed  Trade  R^^ulation  Rule  concerning 
the  Advertising  and  Labeling  of  Protein 
Supplements  was  published  in  the  Ffeo- 
MAi.  RbgIstkr  <m  September  5,  1975  (40 
FR  41144) .  The  Notice  also  set  forth  the 
text  of  the  proposed  rule  and  a  state¬ 
ment  of  reasons  for  the  proposed  rule. 

The  Presiding  Officer  has  determined, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  of  i  1.13(c)  (1) 
of  the  Cmnmlssion’s  Procedures  and 
Rules  of  Practice,  to  extend  the  time  for 
proposing  issues  of  disputed  fact  for  a 
period  of  twenty-four  days  bey<md  the 
original  closing  date  of  November  7, 1975. 
Accordingly,  the  record  in  this  matter 
will  remain  open  for  that  purpose  imtll 
December  1. 1975.  General  comments  on 
the  rulemaking  proposal  (that  is,  sub¬ 
missions  other  than  those  proposing  dis¬ 
puted  issues  of  fact)  will  continue  to  be 
received  until  at  least  15  days  following 
publication  of  a  “final  notice”  in  this 
proceeding. 

Proposed  issues  of  disputed  fact  con¬ 
cerning  the  proposed  rule  should  be  filed 
with  the  Special  Assistant  Director  for 
Ridemi^ing,  Bureau  of  Consumer  Pro¬ 
tection,  Federal  Trade  Ocunmlsslon, 
Washingt<m.  D.C.  20580. 

Issued:  Octobor  21. 1975. 

Cbristophxr  W.  KaLua, 
Presiding  Officer . 

(FB  1)00.76-38738  FUmI  10-a8-78;a:46  am] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[lOCFRPartSO] 

PERSONS  USING  SPARK  GAP 
IRRADIATORS  CONTAINING  COBALT-60 

Proposed  Exemption 
By  letter  dated  May  18,  1973,  the  Ray 
Burner  C(»npany  of  San  Francisco,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  filed  a  petition  for  rulemaking 
(PRM  30-54)  with  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  requesting  amendment  of 
1 30.15  of  the  Commission’s  regulation, 
10  CFR  Part  30.  “Rules  of  General  Ap- 
plk^hility  to  licensing  of  Byproduct 
Materialr’  to  exonpt  from  the  Ucaislng 
requironents  of  Part  30  spark  gap  Irradl- 
sitors  containing  not  more  than  1  micro¬ 
curie  of  cobalt-60  in  plated  or  alloy  form. 

A  spaiic  gap  irradiator  Is  a  passive 
device  needing  no  external  source  of 
power.  It  is  attached  near  a  sparii  gw 
(used  as  an  electric  Ignitor  in  a  fuel  oil 
burner)  to  enhance  reliability  of  Ignition 
and  safety  during  the  Ignition  sequence 
by  utilizing  particular  radiation  emitted 
by  radioactive  material  to  maintain  an 
Ionized  atmosphere  between  the  q)arlc 
gap’s  electrodes  and  thus  is  efficient  in 
preventing  spark  delay.  Other  methods 
of  preventing  spark  delay  (photoionlza- 
tion,  thermionic  onisslon,  qiaric-ignlted 
gas  pilot  flame)  are  available  but  they 
are  less  efficient  and  dUsniptive  In  the 
hot  oil-burner  environment. 


It  is  estimated  that  ignition  failure 
followed  by  ignition  of  fuel  accumulation 
causes  60  percent  of  the  explosions, 
including  “furnace  puffs”,  in  automatic 
and  semlautomatic-lighted  boiler  fur¬ 
naces.  Damage  to  property  caused  by 
individual  explosions  is  generally  propor¬ 
tional  to  the  size  of  the  boilers  Involved. 
In  typical  appllcaticms,  the  spark  gap 
irradiators  are  used  in  boUers,  power 
plants,  and  other  heavy  duty  equipment, 
but  not  in  private  home  fuma^  or  in¬ 
ternal  cmnbustion  engines. 

Estimates  furnished  by  the  petitioner 
indicate  that  the  potential  market  for 
spaiii  gap  irradiators  containing  cobalt- 
60  is  approximately  6000  per  year.  The 
petitioner  has  also  noted  that  in  any 
ghren  year  perhaps  1  percent  of  the  in¬ 
stalled  spaik  gap  irradiators  might  pre¬ 
vent  small  explosions,  furnace  puffs,  and 
near  misses  that  might  otherwise  occur. 
The  result  of  such  occurrences  would 
usually  consist  solely  of  damage  to  the 
boiler-furnace  enclosure,  with  the 
amount  of  this  damage  to  the  endosure 
estimated  to  range  from  negllgffile  to  a 
high  of  $2000  and  an  average  of  about 
$1000.  This  information  would  indicate 
that  spark  gap  Irradiators  would  bring 
an  appreciable  savings  to  their  users. 

Fuel  explosions  caused  by  ignition  fail¬ 
ure  usually  result  only  in  damage  to  the 
boUer-fumace  enclosure  itself;  however, 
it  is  possible  that  such  a  failure  may  lead, 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  a  fire  with  con¬ 
sequent  extensive  damage  to  property 
or  even  loss  of  life.  Although  the  NRC 
staff  has  no  direct  statistics  on  ind- 
dencos  of  fires  from  delayed  IgnltloB. 
data  are  available  as  to  the  frequency 
wlfli  which  fires  are  caused  by  general 
malfuBctloB  in  heating  systems.  For  ex- 
amide,  tabulations  of  fire  causes  In  the 
Nattonal  Fire  Protection  Association’s 
“Fire  Protection  Handbook,”  thirteenth 
edition,  1969,  show  that  oil-fired  heating 
and  cooktakg  equipment  cause  4.T  percent 
of  the  fires  in  apartments.  12  percent 
of  the  fires  in  baidn.  14.1  percent  of  the 
fires  in  bocurdlng  houses,  and  3.0  percent 
of  the  fires  in  hotels. 

Based  on  the  above,  it  is  the  engineer¬ 
ing  Judgment  of  the  NRC  staff  that  the 
use  of  spark  gap  bradlators  may  in  at 
last  a  few  cases  prevent  fires  that  could 
result  in  extensive  property  damage  or 
even  loss  of  life. 

The  spark  gap  irradiator  described  in 
the  petition  is  a  circular  spring  with  the 
cobalt-60  electroplated  on  a  flattened 
end.  'The  spring  is  clipped  onto  the  burner 
nozzle  so  beta  particles  emitted  by  the 
cobalt-60  will  ionize  the  air  in  the  igni¬ 
tor’s  spark  gap.  Cobalt-60  provides  ade¬ 
quate  ionization  in  sparic  gws  over  the 
15-year  useful  lifetime  of  an  oil  burner, 
delivers  small  beta  particle  and  gamma 
ray  does  to  man  (from  an  initial  1  mi- 
crocuiie  of  activity) ,  and  provides  secure 
attachment  to  the  irradiator  in  the  hot 
environment  of  oil-fired  furnaces  because 
the  cobalt-60  can  be  electroplated  as  a 
thtn  metallic  layer  having  about  the  same 
coefficient  of  thermal  expansion  as  Uie 
spring  itself. 

Based  on  1  microcurie  of  cobalt-60  per 
spark  gap  irradiator,  it  is  estimated  that 
the  radiation  dose  to  the  hands  an 
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may  approach  550  millirems  per 
year  beta  particle  dose  and  140  millirems 
per  year  camma  ray  doee.  The  garama 
ray  doee  to  the  gonads  may  approach  S.4 
millirems  per  year  under  the  condttiaoe 
set  forth  in  the  proposed  amendment. 
Similarly,  for  the  disposed  personnet  the 
estimated  beta  particle  dose  to  the  hands 
may  approach  120  millireme  per  year  and 
the  estimated  gamma  ray  doee  to  the 
gonads  may  approach  0.1  mlUhem  per 
year.  Eraloatlcm  oi  the  potential  expo- 
siue  of  Indivldnals.  Including  distribu* 
tion  personnel,  adio  might  handle  such 
spark  gap  irradiators  indicates  that  they 
would  not  recelTe  more  than  16  miUlrems 
per  year  to  the  hands  and  0.3  TniiitwpTw 
per  year  to  the  gonads. 

The  doees  estimated  above  are  small 
and  well  within  the  dose  limits  for  In- 
dividuals  spedfled  by  NRC  ^regulations 
(10  CFR  M.IOS) .  are  a  small  frac¬ 
tion  of  the  dose  limits  recommended  by 
the  radiation  protection  guidance  of  ihe 
Federal  Radiation  Council  and  the  Inter¬ 
national  Commission  on  Rartioingtcal 
Protectkai. 

The  small  -quantity  of  activity  per 
spark  gap  Irradiator  and  the  relattv<dy 
short  half-Ufe  of  the  radioactive  mate¬ 
rial  involved  sroold  assure  that  only  very 
small  quantities  ot  radioactive  material 
would  eventually  be  released  to  the  en¬ 
vironment.  Based  on  ^e  market  estimate 
of  6000  per  year  for  smurk  gap  irradiators, 
about  0.006  carte  of  eobalt-60  woukl  be 
dtstrfbuted  per  year.  The  cdadt-66  ac¬ 
tivity  otiginsdiy  present  in  the  spark  gap 
irradiators  wSli  decay  to  a  much  smaller 
quantity  of  activity  during  the  usdul 
lifetime  of  the  irradiators,  so  that  only 
a  fraction  of  0.006  curie  per  year  could 
be  released  to  the  environment  from  the 
tdttmate  disposal  of  fuel  oil  burners  om- 
taiuing  spark  gap  Irradiators. 

In  eonslderatian  of  the  foregoing,  the 
propoaed  amendment  iriildli  foUows 
wouid  add  a  new  paragraph  (sddOl  to 
1 30.15  exempting  from  licensing  and 
regulatoiy  reqalrements  the  receipt,  pos¬ 
session,  use,  transfer,  export,  ownership 
and  acquisition  of  spark  gap  irradiators 
oootaintag  not  more  than  1  mlcrocurle 
of  ccdMdt-fO  per  spark  gap  irradiator  for 
use  fat  eieetrieaily  ignited  fuel  oil  bumecs. 

The  proponed  exemption  would  not  ap¬ 
ply  to  the  manufacture  m  import  for  sale 
or  distribution  of  the  spark  gap  irradia¬ 
tors.  Criteria  for  the  issuance  of  a  specific 
liecnee  to  conduct  such  acthrittes  and 
quality  ccmtrol  and  reporting  require- 
ments  are  set  forth  in  if  32.14,  32.15. 
32.16,  and  22.110  of  10  CFR  Part  32. 
“Specific  Licenses  to  Uanufacture,  Dis- 
trttiute,  or  Import  Certain  Items  Oon- 
tidnlng  Byproduct  Matertia.”  Prototype 
tests  for  spazh  gap  irradiators  contain¬ 
ing  oobalt-fiO  would  not  be  specified  In 
the  regutaOcn.  Applicants  for  specific  h- 
censes  are  requi^  hy  1 32.14(b>  (4)  to 


the  most  severe  condMlons  likely  to  be 
encountered  in  nonnai  use  of  the  prod¬ 
uct  The  (raring  roqutareosenti  would  be 
incorporated  into  the  specific  license. 

The  propoeed  amendment  in  effect 
would  make  the  manufacturer  or  im¬ 
porter,  responsible  for  providing  an  ap¬ 
proved  product  for  use  in  electrically  ig- 
nitod  fuel  oA  burners.  The  requirement 
for  use  in  electrically  ignited  fuel  oil 
bumors  would  be  met  prior  to  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  the  product  for  use  under  S  30.15 
by  conditioning  each  specific  iicense 
issued  to  the  manufacturer  or  inu^orter 
with  the  requlreraent  of  incorporating  a 
spark  gap  Iriadiator  containing  not  more 
than  1  mlcToeorie  of  cobalt-60  in  either 
an  eieetrieaily  ignited  fuel  oil  burner  or 
a  container  labeled  with  instructions  for 
installation  in  such  a  burner.  In  addition, 
the  manufacturer  or  imports  would  be 
authorized  to  transfer  these  speu-k  gap 
irradiators  to  a  person  holding  a  specific 
Ucenee  provided  such  specific  license 
contains  simfhu:  transfer  conditions  to 
meet  the  «sk1  use  requirements  of  the 
exemption.  The  subs^uent  possession, 
use,  and  disposal  by  all  other  persmis 
WQi^  be  exempt  frmn  licensing  and 
regulatmy  requirements  of  the  Com- 
misBlon. 

Historically,  Ray  Burner  distributed 
for  many  years,  under  specific  licenses 
from  the  AEC  and  lat^  the  State  of 
California,  cobalt-60  in  spark  gap  irradi¬ 
ators  to  persons  g«ierally  licens^  under 
S  31.4  of  the  ABCTS  regulation,  10  CFR 
Part  31,  “General  licenses  for  Byprod¬ 
uct  Material,”  or  equivalent  Agre^ent 
State  regulations.  The  AEC  revoked 
S  31.4  effective  September  25,  1971.  The 
effect  of  revoking  §  81.4  limited  distribu¬ 
tion  of  products  previously  distributed 
under  that  general  license  to  specific  li¬ 
censees  or  to  persons  exempted  or  gen- 
erally  licensed  by  other  provisions  of  10 
CFR  Parts  30  or  31  or  equivalent  Agree¬ 
ment  State  regulations.  Also,  by  the 
terms  of  a  i36.18(b>,  any  person  who 
possesses  byproduct  material  received  or 
acquired  prior  to  September  25.  1971, 
under  the  general  license  then  provided 
in  S  31.4  is  exonpt  from  licensing  and 
regulatory  requirements  to  the  extent 
that  such  person  possesses,  uses,  trans¬ 
fers.  or  owns  such  byproduct  material. 

Under  the  provisions  of  1 150.15(a>  (6) 
of  10  CFR  Part  150.  “Exemptions  and 
Continued  Regulatory  Authority  in 
Agreement  States  Under  Section  274,“ 
the  transfer  of  possession  or  control  by 
persons  in  Agre^ent  States  who  manu¬ 
facture.  process,  or  produce  spark  gap 
irradiators  containing  cdbalt-60  for  use 
by  exempt  persons  would  be  subject  to 
the  Commission's  licensing  and  regrfia- 
tory  requirements,  even  though  the  spark 
gap  irradiatms  are  manufactured  rmder 
an  Agreement  State  license.  Such  manu¬ 
facturers,  processors,  or  producers  wish- 


mission’s  regulations  in  10  CTR  Part  51. 
“Licensing  and  Regulatory  Policy  and 
Procedures  for  Environmental  I^otec- 
tion.“  the  Commission's  Office  of  Stand¬ 
ards  Development  has  prepared  a  draft 
environmental  impact  stat^ent  In  con¬ 
nection  with  this  proposal  to  amend  Part 
30  of  the  Conunlssion’s  regulations,  mie 
statement  is  available  for  inspection  by 
the  public  in  the  Commission’s  Public 
DociHnent  Romn  at  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  Single  copies  of  the 
statement  (NUREG-75/086)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission.  Wash- 
ingtem.  D.C.  20555,  Attention;  Director, 
C^ce  of  Standards  Development. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Ena:gy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Act  of  1974,  and  section  553  of 
title  5  of  the  United  States  Code,  notice 
Is  hereby  given  that  adoption  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amendment  to  10  CTR  Part  30  Is 
contemplated.  All  interested  persons  who 
desire  to  submit  written  comments  or 
suggestions  for  consideration  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposed  amendment  and 
draft  environmental  Impact  statement 
should  send  them  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  2^55.  At¬ 
tention;  Docketing  and  Service  Section 
by  December  8. 1975.  Cof)tes  of  comments 
on  the  proposed  amendment  and  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  may  be 
^camined  at  the  Commission's  Public 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Section  80.15  of  10  CFR  Part  30  Is 
ammded  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (a) 
(10)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  30.15  Certain  items  containing  by¬ 
product  materiaL 

(a)  Except  for  persons  who  sqtply  by¬ 
product  material  to,  or  persons  who  In- 
0fnT>orate  byproduct  material  into,  the 
following  products,  or  persons  who  im¬ 
port  for  sale  or  distribution  the  follow¬ 
ing  products  containing  byproduct  mate¬ 
rial,  any  person  Is  exempt  from  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  a  license  set  forth  ta 
seetton  81  of  the  Act  and  from  the  regu¬ 
lations  in  Parts  20  and  30-36  of  this 
chapter  to  the  extent  that  such  person 
receives,  possesses,  uses,  transfers,  ex¬ 
ports,  owns,  or  acquires  the  foUowing 
products: 

•  *  •  •  • 

(10)  Spark  gap  irradiators  containing 
not  more  than  1  mlcrocurle  of  cobalt-60 
per  spark  gap  irradiator  for  use  In  elec¬ 
trical  ignited  fuel  on  burners. 

(Secs.  81.  161,  Pub.  Law  83-703,  68  Stat.  985, 
948  (42  UA.C.  2111,  2201);  aec.  201,  Pub.  Law 
98-488,  88  Stet.  1242  (42  lTJ3.a  5841)) 


submit  procedures  for  axMl  results  of  pro-  tag  to  transfer  possession  or  control  of  ii;^  Washington,  D  C  this  20th 

totype  taste.  The  Nurtear  Regnlatary  spark  gap  irradiators  containing  cdbalt-  ^  ^  October  1975  ’  ** 

rvwwmiMton  would  either  approve  the  60  for  use  by  exempt  persons  would  be 

teats  or  rogifiro  subraisston  of  acceptable  required  to  obtain  a  spe^c  license  Issued  Nuclear  Reerulatory  Commla- 

taate  to  AeMowBtrate  that  the  material  by  the  Commission  under  i  32.14  of  10  s^on. 

will  not  become  detached  from  the  prod-  OJ(k  Part  82.  Samuel  J.  Crux, 

uct  f>««f  the  byproduct  Tnatoriai  will  Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ-  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 


not  be  released  to  the  environment  under  mental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  and  the  Com-  [pr  Ooc.75-88774  Filed  io-23-7S;8:46  ami 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

ANTIDUMPING:  RECHARGEABLE  SEALED 
NICKELOU)MIUM  BATTERIES  FROM 
JAPAN 

Determination  of  Sales  at  Not  Less  Than 
Fair  Valued 

Information  was  received  on  Decem¬ 
ber  24,  1974.  that  rechargeable  sealed 
nickel-cadmium  batteries  from  Japan 
were  being  sold  at  less  than  fair  value 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Antidumping 
Act.  1921.  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160 
et  seq.)  (referred  to  in  this  notice  as  “the 
Act”) .  This  information  was  the  subject 
of  an  “Antidumping  Proceeding  Notice'* 
which  was  publl^ed  in  the  Federal  Rbo- 
ISTER  of  January  24.  1975.  (40  FR  3790) . 

On  the  basis  of  Information  before  the 
Customs  Service  at  that  time,  a  “With¬ 
holding  of  Appraisement  Notice”  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
July  24,  1975  (40  FR  30993),  wherein 
sales  of  the  subject  merchandise  by 
Matsushita  Electric  Industrial  Company 
were  specifically  excluded. 

A  statement  of  reasons  was  published 
in  the  above-mentioned  notice  and  in¬ 
terested  persons  were  afforded  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  make  written  submissions  and 
to  iwesent  oral  views.  Counsel  for  the 
other  exporter  investigated.  Sanyo  Elec¬ 
tric  Trading  Co..  Ltd.  provided  additional 
information  which  indicated  that  further 
adjustments  to  the  home  market  price 
were  justified  for  direct  labor  and  assem¬ 
bly  costs. 

After  consideration  of  all  written  sub¬ 
missions  and  oral  arguments.  I  hereby 
determine  that  for  the  reasons  stated 
below,  rechargeable  sealed  nickdi-cad- 
mlum  batteries  from  Japan  are  not  being, 
nor  are  likely  to  be.  sold  at  less  than  fair 
value  within  the  meaning  of  sectitm  201 
(a)  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  160(a)). 

StatemeTit  of  reasons  on  which  tiiis  de- 
termknatiom,  i«  based.  The  informatimi 
availaUe  indicates  that  the  proper  basis 
of  comparison  for  fair  value  purposes  is 
between  purchase  iHioe  or  exporter's  sales 
price,  as  appropriate,  and  the  adjusted 
home  market  price  of  such  or  similar 
merchandise. 

Purchase  price  was  calculated  on  the 
basis  of  either  the  f.oJ>.  Japanese  port 
price,  wiUi  deductions  tor  applicable  de¬ 
livery  costs  or  the  U.S.  price,  with  deduc¬ 
tions  for  selling  expenses  tn<mrred  ta  the 
United  States.  U.S.  duty,  ocean  freig^ 
Import  charges,  flipping  In  Japan,  ex¬ 
port  department  expenses,  and  iniimri 
freight  charges. 

Exporter's  sales  prtoe  was  calcolated 
on  tiM  basis  of  the  resale  price  to  un¬ 
related  purchRswri  in  the  United  States. 


with  deductimis  for  sdltng  expenses  In¬ 
curred  in  the  Uidted  States,  UA  duty, 
ocean  freight,  import  duurges,  shilling 
in  Japan,  export  d^Murtment  expenses, 
and  inland  freight. 

The  adjusted  home  market  price  was 
cfdculated  <mi  the  basis  of  the  weighted 
average  d^vered  prices  in  Japan.  De¬ 
ductions  from  these  prices  were  made  for 
the  applicable  inland  freight  costs,  inter¬ 
est  costs,  and.  where  applicable,  for  dif¬ 
ferences  in  the  costs  of  materials,  direct 
labor  and  assembly.  Adjustments  were 
also  made  for  differences  in  paddng 
costs,  and.  where  appropriate,  for  seUlng 
expenses  which  were  limited  to  the  ac¬ 
tual  selling  expenses  incurred  in  the 
United  States. 

Using  the  above  criteria,  purchase  price 
or  exporter’s  sales  price,  as  appropriate, 
was  found  to  be  not  less  than  the  ad¬ 
justed  home  market  price  of  such  or 
similar  merchandise  sold  in  Japan  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  of  investigation. 

This  determination  and  statement  of 
reasons  therefor  are  published  pursuant 
to  S  153.33(c)  of  the  Chistoms  Regula¬ 
tions  (19  CFR  15333(c) ) . 

DAvrn  R.  Macdonald, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

October  22. 1975. 

(FR  I>oc.7S-28840  Filed  10-23-75:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Antitrust  Division 

UNrTQ)  STATES  V.  MANUFACTURERS 
AIRCRAFT  ASSOCIATION.  ET  AL. 

Written  Comments  Upon  Consent  iudg* 
merit  and  Department  of  Justice  1^ 
sponses  Thereto 

Pumuant  to  the  Antitrust  Procedures 
and  Penalties  Act,  15  U.S.C.  1 16.  the  fol¬ 
lowing  written  commoits  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  judgment  filed  with  the  United 
States  IXstrict  Court  in  the  Southern 
District  of  New  York  in  Civil  Action  Na 
72  Civ.  1307,  United  States  of  America  v. 
Manufacturers  Aircraft  Association,  et 
aL,  were  received  by  the  Department  of 
Justice  and  are  published  herewith,  to¬ 
gether  with  Justice’s  re^ionses  to  the 
comments. 

Dated:  October  20.  1075. 

T&okas  E.  Kattfer. 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Antitrust  DMskm. 

United  States  District  Court 

SOUTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  HEW  TOSH 

United  States  (ff  America,  idalntiff.  v. 
Manufacturers  Aircraft  Association,  Inc., 


et  aL  Defendants.  Civil  No.  72  Civ.  1307: 
Mel. 

RESPONSE  TO  THE  COMMENTS  OF 
B.  BUEKE  WILFOED 

Pursuant  to  the  Antitrust  Procedures 
and  Penalties  Act  (15  UAC.  16  (b)-(h) ) 
Uie  United  States  files  this  response  to 
the  comments  and  petition  of  E.  Biirke 
Wilford  relating  to  the  proposed  CToosent 
Judgment  in  this  *^t*«*» 

1.  Mr.  Wilford  urges  that  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  that  this  case  be  tried. 
lAr.  Wilford  is  an  inventor  who  riaim* 
that  he  has  been  Injured  by  the  practices 
alleged  in  the  complaint  filed  by  the 
United  States  in  this  action. 

If  this  case  were  to  go  to  trial  and  if 
the  United  States  were  to  prevail,  Mr. 
Wilford  could  use  such  a  judgment  as 
prhna  facie  evidence  of  a  vlolPtion  of 
law  In  a  subsequent  treble  damage  ac¬ 
tion  which  he  might  bring.  It  would  re¬ 
main,  of  course,  for  Mr.  Wilford  to  prove 
in  any  such  action  that  he  was  damaged 
by  the  violation  and  the  extent  of  those 
damages. 

2.  ’Ihe  proposed  (Consent  Judgment 
provides  for  the  dissolution  cd  the  Manu¬ 
facturers  Aircraft  Association,  cancella¬ 
tion  of  licenses  Issued  pursuant  to  the 
cross-license  agreement,  and  much  addi¬ 
tional  relief.  ’There  can  be  little  doubt 
that  it  is  in  the  private  Interest  of  Mr. 
Wilford  for  this  case  to  proceed  to  trlaL 
IHaintiff  urges,  however,  that  the  public 
interest  is  not  therrtiy  served.  First,  tha 
public  will  by  the  mropoeed  Consent  Judg¬ 
ment  receive  full  and  adequate  relief 
fn»n  the  offenses  charged  in  the  com- 
lAalnt.  Were  the  case  to  be  tried,  long 
delay  in  obtaining  the  relief  that  the 
proposed  Judgment  affords  immediately, 
would  be  inevitable. 

Defendants  vigorously  argue  that  the 
MAA  license  agreement  Is  not  unlawful; 
while  the  United  States  is  confidoit  that 
its  view  of  the  law  is  correct,  no  useful 
purpose  is  served  in  submitting  the  is¬ 
sues  to  a  long  trial  when  full  relief  can 
be  achieved  immediately  upon  consent. 
A  trial  would  be  expensive  to  the  pabHc 
as  well  as  to  defendants  and  would  add 
to  the  congestion  in  our  courts. 

3.  Mr.  Wilford  is,  of  course,  not  with¬ 
out  remedy.  He  may  bring  an  actioa 
under  Uie  antitrust  laws  for  treMe  his 
damages  plus  reesonaMe  attmneys'  fees. 
The  chief  element  of  proof  of  the  con¬ 
spiracy  which  he  alleges  is  the  Manufac¬ 
turers  Aircraft  Association  Hiaendert 
Cross  License  Agreeaaent.  This  agiaa- 
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ment  Is  a  matter  of  public  record  In 
this  action. 

Dated:  October  17, 1975. 

l^wxB  BBsirsmH, 

Attorney, 

Department  of  Justice. 

John  L.  WmsoN, 

Attorney, 

Department  of  Justice. 

United  States  Distuct  Court 

SOX7THESN  DISTRICT  OF  NEW  YORK 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  ▼. 
Manufacturers  Aircraft  Association,  Inc., 
et  al.  Defendants.  Civil  No.  72  Civ.  1307: 
Mel. 

RESPONSE  TO  THE  COMMENTS  OF  DR.  LESLIE 
ERENTI 

Pursuant  to  the  Antitrust  Procedures 
and  Penalties  Act  (15  U.S.C.  16  (b)-(h) ) 
the  United  States.  Plaintiff  In  this  action, 
makes  the  following  response  to  the  com¬ 
ments  of  Dr.  Leslie  Erdiyl. 

1.  In  a  rambling  and  confused  stream 
of  consciousness  presentation.  Dr.  Erenyl 
Imprecisely  alleges  various  conspiracies 
and  criminal  actions  by  the  defendants 
including  deprivation  of  Dr.  Erenyl’s  civil 
rights.  Putting  the  comments  Into  some 
order  and  logical  sequence.  It  appears 
that  Dr.  Erenyl  alleges  that  he  Is  the  de¬ 
veloper  of  certain  concepts  and  systems 
useful  In  the  defense  of  the  United 
States;  he  alleges  that  he  sought  to  de¬ 
velop  and  exploit  these  concepts  and  sys¬ 
tems  Jointly  with  defense  contractors 
and  to  receive  equitable  remuneration 
for  this  contributions.  He  alleges  that  he 
was  prevented  from  doing  so  by  reason 
of  actions  of  some  or  all  of  the  defend¬ 
ants  In  this  case.  Dr.  Erenyl  urges  that 
this  case  be  tried  in  order  to  fuUy  dis¬ 
close  the  alleged  wrongful  acts  the 
defendants.  He  does  not  object  to  specific 
portions  of  the  Judgment  nor  does  he 
propose  specific  additional  relief. 

2.  Contrary  to  Dr.  Brenyl’s  allegations,  • 
he  submitted  no  facts  nor  arguments 
which  affected  the  decision  to  bring  this 
law  suit.  In  response  to  Dr.  Erensrl’s  other 
comments  the  United  States  beeves  that 
trial  of  this  case  would  serve  no  useful 
purpose  of  public  disclosure.  Hals  ac¬ 
tion  alleges  that  a  patent  licensing  agree¬ 
ment  amongst  the  defendants  was  un¬ 
lawful  That  agreement  and  Interpreta¬ 
tive  bulletins  have  been  filed  with  the 
Court  as  Appendix  I  and  n  tq  the  Judg¬ 
ment.  Thus  the  principal  Item  of  evi¬ 
dence  In  the  case  is  before  the  court  and 
a  matter  of  public  record. 

Were  the  case  to  be  tried,  the  addi¬ 
tional  evidence  to  be  proffered  by  plain¬ 
tiff  would  seek  to  show  the  anticompeti¬ 
tive  effects  which  resulted  from  the  ex¬ 
istence  of  this  agreement.  Plaintiff  had 
no  Intention  of  Introducing  at  trial  any 
evidence  regarding  the  specific  transac¬ 
tions.  If  any.  between  Dr.  Erenyl  and  any 
of  the  defendants.  We  are  not  aware  of 
any  evidence  which  would  disclose 
criminal  violations  by  defendants. 

Plaintiff  anticipated  that  it  could  pro¬ 
duce  evidence  to  Aow  that  the  MAA 
license  agreement  did.  In  fact,  reduce 


the  Incentives  of  the  defendants  to  de¬ 
velop  mr  purchase  patentable  Inventions. 

We  recognize,  however,  that  defendants 
could  have  produced  considerable  evi¬ 
dence  to  show  that  they  did  In  fact  ac¬ 
quire  many  patents  by  purchase  or  by 
their  own  research  and  development. 
Much  time  and  dfort  would  be  required 
for  the  United  States  and  for  the  de¬ 
fendants  to  gather  and  Introduce  such 
evidence.  Submitting  such  evidence  In 
open  court  would  require  many  days  of 
trlaL  Plaintiff  believes  no  useful  public 
purpose  would  be  served  by  presentation 
of  such  evidence  hi  open  court.  Ihls  is 
particularly  true,  when  as  here,  full  and 
adequate  relief  is  available  upon  consent. 
This  relief  Includes  dissolution  of  Manu¬ 
facturers  Aircraft  Association  and  can¬ 
cellation  of  the  MAA  Amended  Cross 
License  Agreement. 

3.  If  Dr.  Erensd  has  been  injured  hi 
his  business  or  property  by  reason  of  a 
violation  of  the  antitrust  laws  by  the  de¬ 
fendants,  he  may  recover  treble  his 
damages  plus  reasonable  attorneys’  fees 
In  an  action  imder  the  antitrust  laws. 

Dated:  October  17, 1975. 

Lewis  Bernstein, 
Attorney, 

Department  of  JusUce. 

John  L.  Wilson, 
Attorney, 

Department  of  Justice. 
United  States  District  Court 
SOUTHERN  district  OP  NEW  YORK 

United  States  of  America,  Plaint,  v. 
Manufacturers  Aircraft  Assodadon,  Inc., 
et  al.  Defendants.  Civil  No.  72  CUv.  1307: 
MeL 

COMMENT  OF  E.  BURKE  WILFORD  ON 
PROFOSED  CONSENT  UECRK 

1.  E.  Burke  Wilford  Is  an  Individual 
residing  at  Linden  Lane,  Merlon  Statkm, 
Pennsylvania  19066,  who  developed  the 
patents  listed  In  Kdilblt  "A”  (cydlc  con¬ 
trol)  and  those  listed  In  Exhibit  "B” 
(C^tUever  rotor  or  hingeless  Joint)  at 
a  cost  of  $146,000. 

2.  Plaseckl  Aircraft  Corporation  (here¬ 
after  “Plasecki”)  purchased  the  said 
patents  from  WUford  and.  In  considera¬ 
tion  for  the  patents,  transferred  to  Wil¬ 
ford  3,000  shares  of  Plaseckl  stock  and 
agreed  to  pay  him  a  royally  of  one-half 
of  one  percent  (^%)  on  the  use  of  said 
patents  under  licenses  to  others. 

8.  Plaseckl  Joined  the  Manufacturers 
Aircraft  Association  and  subsequendy 
becune  the  Vertol  Division  of  Boetaig 
Aircraft  Company,  one  of  the  Defendants 
herein. 

4.  Wilford  Is  Informed,  believes  and 
therefore  avers  that  other  individual  In¬ 
ventors,  holding  other  aircraft  patents, 
have  entered  Into  similar  arrangements 
with  the  Defendants  In  this  action. 

5.  Plaseckl  or  Boeing  and  die  Manu¬ 
facturers  Aircraft  Association  have  never 
paid  Wilford  any  royalties  pursuant  to 
the  aforesaid  agreonent.  Wilford  Is  In¬ 
formed.  bdleves  and  therefore  avers  that 
the  Defendants  have  similarly  failed  to 


pay  such  royalties  to  numerous  other 
inventors  In  similar  situations. 

6.  The  proposed  Judgment  by  Consent 
Decree  is  inadequate  and  inappropriate 
because  It  will  effect  the  dissolution  of  the 
Defendant,  Manufacturers  Aircraft  Asso¬ 
ciation  without  providing  any  vehicle  for 
forcing  that  Association  to  account  for 
such  unpaid  royalties  to  Wilford  and 
other  similarly  situated  inventors  to  their 
great  detriment  and  injury. 

Wherefore,  Wilford  prays  this  Honor¬ 
able  Court  to  withhold  Its  approval  of 
the  Consent  Decree  proposed  herein. 

Obermayer,  Hermann,  Maxwell, 
Hifpel 

JohnP.  McBIellioott,  Esquire, 
Attorneys  for  E.  Burke  WUford. 
Patent  Nuiabess — ^ExmErr  A 


1,777,678 

2,068,618 

reissued 

2,080fi22 

18,368 

2,068,617 

1,975,124 

2,106,783 

2,026,561 

2,108A80 

1,667B13 

2,136,166 

1,736,300 

2,143.688 

2,068,616 

2,155,881 

2,046,623 

2,161,801 

Patent  Numbers — ^Exhibit 

1,736,299 

1,848,555 

1,772,686 

1,060,424 

1,777,282 

2,086,989 

1,832,338 

ADDITIONAL  PATENTS  STILL  INFOBCB 

#2,961,051  CsntUeTsr  Rotors  with  restraint 
E.  B.  W.  A  H.  E.  Lamont  Jr. 

#3,285,538  FSn-Jet  InstalUtton  for  Pfo- 
dnoing  Airfoil  Body  Lilt,  owned  by  Mrs.  ▼.  J. 
BurneUl  etc. 

Also  other  airplane  designs  end  patents  of 
Uie  member  of  the  Aircraft  Ploneere,  Amer. 
8oc.  of  InTentors,  ete. 

Leslie  Erenyl 

P.O.  Box  2658 

Los  Angeles,  Cal.  00028 

Petitioner 

United  States  Ddsteict  Court 
soxrrBXBN  dutexct  or  new  T<nx 

iJnlted  States  of  America  Plaintiff,  v.  Manu¬ 
facturers  Aircraft  Association,  Inc.,  et  al. 
(Ncnrthrop  Corp.,  etc.) .  Civil  HO.  72  dv.  1307 : 
MeL  Comments  and  Petitions  by  Leslie 
Erenyl,  re.  Propoeed  Consent  Judgment. 

Under  the  purview  of  the  Antitrust  Proce¬ 
dures  and  Penalties  Act  “Comments'*  on  the 
Proposed  Consent  Judgment  (dated  July  15, 
1075)  and  Petition  (I)  to  the  Justice  Depart¬ 
ment  Antitrust  Division  to  withdraw  Its  con¬ 
sent  thereto;  and  Petition  (11)  for  carrying 
<m  subject  niatter  litigation  of  vital  national 
defense  and  security-relevancy  through  Its 
originally  Intended,  crucial  and  Indispensable 
trial  phase  and  onto  a  definitive  adjudloatlon 
thereoP,  and  Petition  (m)  to  amend  com¬ 
plaint,  in  collaboration  with  Petitioner,  to 
Incorporate,  explicitly,  08-68%  of  action¬ 
ability  of  pert^nt  antitrust  conspiracies 
and  Industrywide  practices  only  Implicitly 
challenged  by  It;  and  Petition  (IV)  to  the 
court  to  reject  the  pnqxMed  consent  Judg¬ 
ment;  and  Petition  (V)  to  grant  a  hear^  In 
open  coTtrt  to  afford  oral  presentation  and 
arguments  with  supporting  documents  In 
opposition  to  the  Proposed  Consent  Judg¬ 
ment,  by  LeMle  ErenyL  Please  Insert:  bolcly 
capable  af  achieving  Its  (presumed)  “good- 
faith”  objectives’. 
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It  Is  with  great  reluctance  and  a  deep  sense 
of  sorrow  and  apprehension  that  Pettttonsr 
finds  himself  unavoidably  c<Hnpel)ed,  finally, 
to  resort  to  a  much  dreaded  aeries  of  long- 
anticipated  actions  heretofore  advisedly  de- 
fered  and  abstained  from,  the  present  “Com¬ 
ments  and  Petltlons“  constituting  the  open¬ 
ing  salvo  thereof. 

It  was  long  hoped-for  ana  diligently  oft* 
attempted  by  Petitioner  to  prevaU  through 
his  Intensive  and  constructive,  almost  a  dec¬ 
ade  of  Interactions  with  the  responsible  con¬ 
stitutional  institutions  and  authontlee  of 
this  Country  engulfed  In  the  complex  oon- 
troverslee  constituting  the  crux  pr(^>er  and 
derivatives  and  perlferlcs  of  subject  matter 
litigation.  In  avoiding  the  necessity  of  Just 
such  a,  never  tlmtiy,  eventuality;  In.  an 
ulUmate  confrontation,  as  deplorable  ter¬ 
mination  of  an  albeit  woefully  Slow  and 
arduous,  by  the  nature  of  things,  often 
strained  and  exasperating,  nonetheless  an 
amicable  and  constructive,  ccdlaboratlve  n4>- 
port.  In  mutual  respect,  nurtured  In  a  salu¬ 
tary  evolutionary  process  aimed  at  the  better¬ 
ment,  correction  and  general,  controlled 
progreee  of  our  society  and  governing  Insti¬ 
tutions  and  their  all  too  eesentlal  and  cru¬ 
cial  amicable  Interactions. 

In  particular.  Petitioner  deplores  the  po¬ 
tentially  inexorable  ultimate  confrontation, 
a  dreaded  reversal  of  a  heretofore  parallelly 
Inclined,  collabwatlve  alliance  having  pre¬ 
vailed  since  the  Inception  of  subject  action. 
Into  a  quasi  adversary  rapport  with  the 
Justice  Department’s  Antttrpst  Division, 
brought  about  by  Its  ultimate  capitulation, 
or  at  least  a  pro  forma  and  ho^fuUy  re¬ 
luctant  yleldl]^  to  a  presumably  critical 
concerted  political  and  never  too  overesti¬ 
mated  speclid  Interest  {Hressure,  In  becoming 
an  albeit  reluctant  critical  party  to  subject 
Propoeed  Consent  Judgment.  Pending  with¬ 
drawal  on  tte  own,  or  a  Judicious,  responsible 
Intervention  of  an  alert  and  sophisticated 
Court,  the  Antitrust  Division,  In  so  doing, 
fOT  the  time  being,  exposed  to  grave  Jeopcurdy 
an  estimated  95-88%  of  the  subje^  Cause 
of  vital  national  security  and  defense-inter¬ 
est  relevancy,  deferring  It  to  be  definitively 
adjudicated  within  a  reasonaMe,  never  too 
early,  time. 

Furthermore,  In  so  doing,  the  Antitrust 
Division  has  aggravated  Petitioner’s  original 
and  long-standing  dilemma  regarding  the 
advisability  of  exposing  prematurely  and  to 
all  risks  and  perils  a  more  nearly  full  and 
specific  written  (thus  abusable  etc.  passive, 
“hapless”,  devoid  of  a  “fighting  chance*'  etc.) 
tensive  personal  experiences,  a  wealth  of 
tenlve  peoeonal  experiences,  a  wealth  of  paln- 
palnstaklngly  accumulated  and  elicited,  ad¬ 
duced  and  apprehended  Incontrovertible  ma¬ 
terial  and  Incriminating  evidences,  and  con¬ 
templated  simple,  straightforward,  definitive 
and  sfBcace  remedying  measures  and  re- 
steucturlng  propositions  via  Judicial,  regula¬ 
tory  and  legislative  means,  to  a  not  quite 
guaranteed  and/or  all-reliable  and  stead- 
fasUy  enduring  or  fully  autonomous  ally, 
(to  wit,  to  Irrevocably  engage  smd  deploy 
Into  an  untimely  battle,  over  an  unfathoma¬ 
ble,  unreconnoltered  battlefield,  precious  se¬ 
cret  weapons  In  the  trust  of  untested  ally 
.  .  .,  etc.);  eq>ectally  In  a  historic  conjunc¬ 
ture  of  extreme  volatility  and  complicated 
mlscarrlaged  pregnancy  .  .  .1;  adverse  faring 
thereof,  overwhelming,  lest  In  case  of  .‘rre- 
medtable  prejudice,  preemption, '  discovery, 
etc.  should  fatally  burden  their  ultimate 
prevallance. 

Su<fi>  Is  the  aggravated  case  now,  when  in 
the  face  at  a  pro  forma  or  de  facto,  but  may¬ 
be  reversible  settlement  disposition  Petitton- 
er’s  conscience,  responsibUltlee  and  dutlee, 
and  vested  Interest  would  dictate  an  unre¬ 
served  maximum  deployment,  of  our  com¬ 
bative  arsenal.  In  an  acutely  uphill  and  dls- 


advanteged  fight,  to  turn  the  tide.  In  ex- 
tmnls,  and  *ln  despmttlon  of  cause’;  running 
the  inadmlsatble  risk  of  being  swept  away  and 
under  by  the  sheer  momentum  and  vested 
interests  (of  psychological  and  pragmaUc 
character)  riding  upon  a  *^alt  accompli”  set¬ 
tlement-inclined  wave-crest;  Irreparably 
prejudicing  and  Impairing,  preempting  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  legal  posture,  which,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  will  be  sU  the  more  called  upon 
to  assert  Itself  for  the  vindication  of  the  vital 
National  Security  and  Defense  Interests  at 
Issue. 

After  much  soul-seiurch  It  Is  Petitioner’s 
determination  that  such  a  course  of  action  Is 
acutely  contraindicated,  at  this  Instance,  and 
that  a  mltlgatlve,  buffer  measure  must, 
against  all  odds,  be  attempted,  with  full  re¬ 
liance  on  the  Intrlnsle  Integrity,  good-fUth 
disposition,  sense  duty  and  responsibility 
of  the  Antitrust  Division,  its  correct  percep¬ 
tion  and  assignment  of  order  of  priority  of 
Its  allegiance  and  loyalty  toward  the  compet¬ 
ing  Interests  .  .  .1  and  ultlmatdy  on  the 
wisdom  and  honor  of  the  CXiurt. 

It  Is  in  this  spirit  and  determination,  that 
Petitioner  demos  to  be  compelled  to  put  forth 
the  following  mixed  peremptory,  and  of  ne- 
ossstty,  perfunctory  “Comments”  on  the  Pro¬ 
poeed  Consent  Judgment,  In  conjrmctlon 
with  the  above-captioned  hereby  respectfully 
submitted  Petitions  (I).  (11),  (III)  to  the 
Justice  Department  Antitrust  Division;  Peti¬ 
tions  (IV> ,  (V)  to  the  Court,  by  this  refer¬ 
ence  thereto. 

In  doing  so,  and  In  support  thereto.  Peti¬ 
tioner  hereby  asserts,  invokes,  claims,  etc.. 
In  addition  to  those  stemming  from  the  rel¬ 
evant  provisions  of  the  Antitrust  Procedures 
and  Penalties  Act.  legal  standing,  preroga¬ 
tives,  duty,  etc.  In  his  qtiallty  as  concerned 
citizen  of  the  U.S.,  as  Amicus  Curiae,  as  one 
vitally  Interested  party  In  the  outcome  of 
subject  Litigation,  as  one  who  preponder¬ 
antly  or  even  decisively  contributed  to  the 
Inception.  Initiation  and  evolution  of  subject 
Action  and  has  been  engaged  In  Intensive 
efforts  to  subject  the  pertinent,  associated, 
background,  perlfeiial  and  Incidental  etc. 
grave  controversies  to  congressional,  execu¬ 
tive,  regulatory.  Judicial  and  public-opinion 
scrutiny.  In  the  course  of  whKh  he  assumed 
great  risks  and  perils  and  withstood  the  most 
unspeakable.  unT.''.nkable  series  of  concerted 
countermeasures  criminally  conspired  for. 
instigated  and  orchestrated  by  the  primarily 
Implicated  and  Incontrovertlbly  Incriminated 
Defendant  Northrop  Corporation  which,  for 
years,  resorted  to  the  most  reprehensible, 
odious  actlorrs  of  Its  own,  and  enlisted,  mar¬ 
shalled,  subverted  and  perverted  our  consti¬ 
tutional  instltuttorrs  and  other  entitles.  In¬ 
cluding  and  beginning  with  the  Presidency  of 
the  United  States,  elldltlng,  provoking  a  se¬ 
ries  Admlatstratlve,  Diplomatic,  Judicial 
astrodtles  In  the  context  to  Obstruct  Justice 
and  rtlence  and  liquidate  Petitioner,  such 
criminal  conspiracies  are  warranted  and  ma¬ 
terial  to  be  pointed  out  here,  as  they  reflect 
upon  the  utnoost  sertousness  and  desperate 
character  of  the  defensive  reacrtlons  of  the 
Defense  Industry,  especially  of  the  most  criti¬ 
cally  engaged  Northrop  Corporation,  to  the 
crucial  challenge,  represented  In  part,  by  the 
subject  Antitrust  Action,  all  the  more  so* 
since  Its  cnitlcal  relevance  to  vital  National 
Defense  and  Secnrrlty  Interests,  after  the  re¬ 
peated  personal  “carlsls-moetlrig"  rapports 
through  the  yetns,  can  not  bo  claimed  to 
have  escaped  their  realization,  and  that  they, 
consecpiently,  engaged  knowingly  and  will¬ 
fully  In  criminal  ecmsplracles  to  Obstruct 
Justice  aiul  ottier  warranted  legitimate  scru- 
ttoles  of  an  Industrywide  Conspiracy  and 
pracyees  wMcti  have  the  effect  of  aiding, 
(xanfortlng,  abetting  the  (potential)  enemy, 
thus  treasonable;  so  Indulged  In  by  those 
whose  primary  concern  and  devotion  is  rea¬ 


sonably  expected  and  naturafiy  presurtred  to 
be  far  the  most  effsctlve  and  expeditious, 
unhampered  constant  Improvement  the 
Nation’s  Defense  Posture! 

Before  PetmoD«r  puts  forth  a  nomber  of 
specific  remarks  and  observations  on  the 
subject  Antitrust  Action  brought  by  the 
United  States  against  the  major  Defense 
Contractors  of  this  Country,  a  brief  review  of 
his  reascmabty  presumed  rtfie  and  Interac¬ 
tions  will  be  In  order.' 

In  1969  Petitioner  oommerrced  a  conscious 
effort  to  explore  the  possibilities  of  an  sffec- 
tlve  and  equitable  contribution  on  bis  part 
to  the  national  defense  effort.  To  this  end  he 
engaged  the  Interest  of  several  Research  and 
Development  Laboratories.  Directorates  etc. 
of  the  Defense  Departrrrent,  with  a  number 
of  original  concepts.  Ideas,  projects  etc. 
deemed  to  have  potential  applicabilities  In 
the  domain  of  National  Defense,  along  with 
the  Indication  of  the  avallablttty  of  a  great 
number  of  yet  undisclosed  projects  etc.  of 
even  much  mote  Importance  and  conse- 
quuioes.  The  manifested  Interest  was  far  be¬ 
yond  the  expected,  and  enthusiastic  dlscus- 
slons,  conferences  ensued  as  to  the  methods 
by  which  a  constructive.  Intimate  coHabora- 
tlon  could  be  effected,  on  an  equitable  basis. 
In  the  course  of  whlcffi  very  flattering  and 
well-remunerated  offers  for  positions,  associ¬ 
ations.  consultantshlps  etc.  were  tendered, 
with  a  certain  expressed  embarrasament, 
nonetheless,  as  to  the  apparent  tack  of  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  “equitable”  requirement. 
Along  those  lines,  within  the  Military^  own 
powers,  was  contemplation  of  several  R&D 
Contracts  to  be  awarded  to  Petitioner,  In  the 
expectation  that  ultimately  the  process 
might  progress  to  a  full-fledged  R&D  &  Man¬ 
ufacturing  enterprise,  a  la  analogy  of  other 
celebrated  Defense  Contractor  Firms  ”bullt 
around”  certain  creative  Individuals,  which, 
at  that  level  already  meets  the  criterion  to 
be  "equitable”. 

Petitioner,  all  the  while  cooperating  In 
tentative  efforts  to  that  end,  with  nonethdeas 
goodnaturedly  expressed  mlssgivlngB  as  to 
the  realistic  feasibility  of  this  ^proach,  with 
the  contemporary  complex  and  red-tape 
hampered  Industrial -giant -oriented  Military 
Contract-awarding  procedures  In  mind  etc., 
began  to  advocate  the  only  ratloruO.  feadbls, 
practical,  and  most  of  all.  the  only  expedi¬ 
tious  and  warranted  approach,  to  with,  that 
with  the  already  established  Military  Con¬ 
tract-awarding  Intentions  and  tt«i»nr.t».t«d 
great  Interest  toward  unreserved  tapping  of 
the  indicated  creative  potentials  for  the  Na¬ 
tional  Defense  Kffort,  the  Major  Defense  Con¬ 
tractors  should  be  the  natural  procesaoes  of 
those  concepts  and  projects,  and  even  on  a 
best-qualified  basis,  etc.  regarding  tbs  %>scl- 
flcltles  of  certain  of  the  projects,  logically 
and  routinely  following  Contract-awarding 
procedures  toward  the  main  Defense  Con¬ 
tractors,  In  “farmlng-out’’  the  ProJecU  to  the 
best  quallfled.  etc.  bidder  etc.  tor  their  “proc¬ 
essing”.  To  this  straightforward  approach  the 
most  peculiar  and  bizarre,  disturbing  and 
unbelievably  rigid  and  “entrancbed"  “System 
Characteristics”  were  opposed,  revealed,  de- 
masked.  smoked-out.  etc.,  with  nonetheless 
embarrassment  as  to  the  Military  (Oovam- 
mental)  authorities’  elicited  bewildered 
realization  thereof,  the  gist  of  which  oouM 
be  put  as  follows:  the  Defease  Industry,  with 
the  singularity  of  purpose  which  is  thetra, 
and  the  tremendous  power  they  wield, 
through  the  decades,  surreptitiously  and  al¬ 
beit  Imperceptibly,  through  lnxu>cuous-loak- 
Ing.  dissociated  legislations,  executive-orders, 
directives  and  “poUcy-ordalned’’  routines  etc. 
etc.,  gained  such  overwhelming  ascendance 
over  their  Military  Partner  In  the  celebrated 
“Military-Industrial  Complex’’.  Ite  infra  and 
superstructure  so  Intrinsically  evolved  and 
shaped  to  their  own  designs  and  “policies”,  as 
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to  render  any  such  above  described  “reason¬ 
able”  approach,  in  so  utter  contravention  to 
their  fundamental  and  ingrained  policies  and 
designs,  squarely  out  of  the  realm  of  possibil¬ 
ities,  iiKleed  a  prohibited,  an  outlaw  iq>- 
proach.  Tentative  and  gradually  more  vigor¬ 
ous  Military  pressure,  while  outside,  and  even 
more  alarming  while,  tentatively,  inside  the 
Defense  Industry  (on  instance.  Petitioner, 
reluctantly,  but  with  adequate-looking  spe¬ 
cial  provisions  toward  his  end,  having  yielded 
to  an  employment-connected  modus  operandl- 
with  the  Northrop  Corporation)  to  break  the 
de-facto  and  declared  and  documented  boy¬ 
cott  of  Petitioner’s  (and  of  course  everybody 
else’s  “Proprietary”  ideas,  projects  etc.,  even 
in  the  face  of  expressed  previously  already 
established  Contractual  Military  interests  to¬ 
ward  them,  and  pressure  for  their  processing 
having  increased  to  intolerable  levels  and 
repercussions. 

These  and  associated  most  revelatory  other 
experiences,  Innumerous  prior  and  subse¬ 
quent  testing  of  the  **8y^m”,  powerfully 
ferreted  out  an  inctmtrovertible.  intransigent 
iron-clad  rule  of  the  “game”,  to  wit:  “either 
you  release  into  The  Pool,  and  unoondi- 
tionally.  without  any  say-so  as  to  its  fate, 
or  even  connection  with,  your,  even  the  most 
valuable  or  important  milita^-  or  defense- 
connected.  project,  idea,  concept,  etc.,  we 
don’t  play  .  .  .“I 

By  the  term  Pool,  since  they  dare  to  speak 
only  for  themselves,  ostensibly  they  imply 
the  “microcoemos”  (of  the  most  totalitarian, 
autocratic  and  almost  literally  life-or-death 
deciding  kind  tmginnble)  community  of  the 
Corporation  in  question,  as  a  rule  of  caution; 
but  upon  occasion  one  finds  open,  blatent. 
cynical  admission  of  full  reliance  on  their 
part,  indeed  the  crucial  feature  of  the  en¬ 
forceability  of  such  “rules  of  the  game”  that 
none  of  the  other  Pools  either  will  break 
them. 

Based  on  these  experiences  over  the  years. 
Petitioner  ftilly  realized  that  an  inadmls- 
sibly,  noxcious,  mortal  “System-deficiency” 
ravages  the  effectiveness,  efficacy,  economy; 
and  fatally  Jeopardizes  the  ultimate  objec¬ 
tives  of  the  National  Defense  Effort. 

Furthermore,  and  most  significantly,  the 
veritable,  true  motivations  behind  all  this 
was  discerned  and  firmly  identified,  which 
are  indeed  the  only  “rational”  ones,  all  other 
popularly  held  attributions,  upon  analysis, 
for  which  the  sophisticated  Defense-Industry 
executives  are  deemed  quite  capable,  reveal 
themselves  as  “bad  business  practices”.  Since 
the  specificity  and  esoteric  character  of  the 
subject  matter  are,  indeed  acute,  we  simply 
can  not  expose  herein  a  treatise  on  the  mat¬ 
ter,  the  general  complexity,  intricacy  extreme 
particularities  of  the  Defense-Contracting 
cMstlvtties  need  to  be  correlated  with  specific 
"business”  attributes  of  the  Defense-Indus¬ 
try,  to  render  self-evident  and  incontrovert¬ 
ible  our  finding:  that  the  true,  veritable 
motivation  behind  all  this  is  a  patently  dis- 
bonest,  callous,  irresponsible  criminal  and 
treasonable  one.  to  wit:  to  defraud  the 
United  States,  to  misapply,  deliberately  side- 
tratdi  onto  more  profitable  hardware-yielding 
at  weapons-system-yielding  Besearch  fc  De¬ 
velopment  defense  allocations,  to  withhold, 
defer  potential  or  de-facto  breakthroughs 
until  the  obsolete  systems  yield  the  optimum 
benefits  to  the  Industry  as  a  whole;  to  skim, 
at  their  leisure,  from  the  Pool,  (Individual 
and  collective,  as  connected  with  equalizing 
funnels,  on  the  surface  or  equally  effective, 
underground:  one  of  the  mors  vldhle  and 
almost  “decoy-character”,  ostentatious  one, 
constituting  the  Orip  or  Hold  by  which  the 
Antitrust  Division  undertook  to  Shake  the 
Conspiracy  under  scrutiny,  as  intensively 
advocated,  urged  by  Petitioner  In  the  sum¬ 
mer  ef  1070  and  eves  since),  the  best,  the 
cream  of  the  conceits  and  Ideas  etc.,  (having 
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siunmarily  expropriated  them  from  their 
creator  without  consideration  or  any  equit¬ 
able  arrangement  whatsoever),  to  subject 
them  to  “inhouse”  processing,  secreted  away 
from  the  Military,  for  much  later,  opportune 
assertion  of  Proprietary  Claims  against  the 
Military,  if  successful,  whereas  if  not,  to 
offer  them  up  to  the  Military  for  B  &  D 
funding,  along  with  the  others  in  the  Pool 
a  priority  deemed  or  found  unfeasible  un¬ 
profitable  or  worthless;  and  using  abusing 
them  as  Interminable  BAD  “Milk-Cows”; 
etc.  etc.,  in  short: 

To  abuse,  i>ervert  and  prostitute  the  con¬ 
cepts,  ideas  and  projects;  subjugating  them 
to  a  scheme  at  defrauding  the  United  States 
(rf  the  B&D  Appropriations  and  dishonestly 
steer  the  ultimate  weapon  developments  to 
more  profitable  and  (^timum  business-yield 
systems,  all  of  which  is  rendued  possible  only 
by  a  total  control  of  Besearch  A  Development 
activities  and  policies  Industrywide,  indi¬ 
vidually  and  cbUectlvely  adhered-to,  elemen¬ 
tary  prerequisite  of  which  is  the  total  depri¬ 
vation  any  and  all  legal  stcmding  of  the 
mriginator  of  the  Idea. 

Beyond  the  obvious,  harmful  and  even  dan¬ 
gerous  effects  of  subject  conspiracies,  as 
stnnming  from  the  fraudulent  motivattons, 
there  are  nonetheless  serious  and  dangerous 
seotmdary  effects  imposed  up<A  eur  Defense 
Effort,  namely  the  practically  total  removal 
any  incentive,  stimulus,  even  insplratimi 
tar  creative  activities  amongst  the  so  de¬ 
prived  members  of  the  scientific  and  techno¬ 
logical  community  of  this  Country,  which  is 
shockingly  alienated,  even  hostilleed  as  con¬ 
sequence  of  the  utterly  inequitable  treatment 
it  receives  from  the,  particularly.  Defense 
Industry.  (Indeed,  a  surprising,  but  most  sig¬ 
nificant!  gradation  is  easily  dlscemable  be¬ 
tween  the  Defense  Industry  Conglomerate 
proper,  and  the  corresponding  relevant  atti¬ 
tude  of  the  Consiuner-oriented  Industry; 
where  the  latter  is  much  more  receptive  to 
propositions  incorporating  demands  for 
equitable  arrangements,  whereas  the  Defense 
Industry  is  absdluMy  imyielding  in  its  In- 
transigence  ....  which  fact  in  Its^  being 
shockingly  pcutuloxioal  and  intolerable,  im- 
Justifled,  quasi  criminal  even  on  its  face;  re- 
fiects  vqK>n  the  imdl^utable  existence  of  a 
consplfacy,  combination  etc.).  If,  m  qpite  of 
the  generally  apathetie  -lack  at  creative  In¬ 
centive,  stimulus,  etc.,  sufficiently  “practica¬ 
ble”  Inventions  are  made,  a  several  years- 
long  ordealsome.  enterprise  is  desperately  im- 
dertaken  to  try  to  prevafl  with  it  “from  the 
garage”  in  ludicrous  pursuit  of  the  pertinent 
technical  variety  of  the  “amerlcan  dream” 
of  yesteryears;  sacrificing,  in  the  process,  sav¬ 
ing.  Job.  family-conco]^  self-respect,  etc., 
etc.,  tmtil  finally  he  decays  and  resentfully 
submits  to  the  imposed  “rule  of  the  game”; 
conservative  estimate  of  the  delay  so  intro¬ 
duced  between  the  inception  of  a  concept 
and  Its  ultimate  “success”  or  "processing” 
within  the  Pool,  as  described,  is  S-6  years. 
Clearly  atrodoue  handicap  for  the  United 
States  Defense  BffortI  Ooni^ueneee  of  long- 
run  character  are  also  mentlonable  In  the 
dmnain  of  unselutary  social  evolution,  fur¬ 
ther  militating  against  subject  eondltlons. 

Petitioner,  In  full  reallaatlmi  of  the  above 
considerations,  enoouraged.  “coaOhed”  by 
dedicated  Defense  Department  officials  and 
many  other  governmental  and  private  enti¬ 
ties.  convinced  of  acting  in  the  beet  recog¬ 
nized  and  vital  interest  of  the  United  States, 
undertook  an  intensive  and  sophisticated 
campaign  of  openly  and  officially  challenging 
the  prevailing  Industrywide  Practiose  and 
Pertinent  Conditions,  marshalling,  engag¬ 
ing,  invoking  etc.  the  official  rsepwislbllitiee 
of  the  apisroprlate  authcritlos  and  institu¬ 
tions,  in  the  first  Instsaoe,  that  at  the  Presi- 
dency.  Jurisdletton,  duty,  precedent  and  tM- 
ditlon  etc.  all  militated  for  sucffi  a  oouree  of 


action,  with  the  attendant  Justified  mis¬ 
givings  that  in  the  (anticipated)  event  of 
an  unfavorable  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
President  himself,  the  intended  campaign 
would  precipitously  turn  into  a  kind  of  “total 
war”,  pregnant  with  historic  consequences. 

But  it  was  deemed  Justified  and  worthy  of  the 
appalling  risks  and  perils  .  .  .,  at  the  same 
time  even  gratifying  to  find  oneself  on  the 
right  side  of  the  Law  and  of  the  Beal  Inter¬ 
ests,  (Defense  Interests,  yet)  of  UB.  vis-a-vis 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  if 
confrontation  could  be  expected  to  be  par¬ 
leyed  onto  public  awareness,  the  subject 
Cause  could  have  its  day  in  a  really  im¬ 
pressive  and  worthy  Court  of  History.  It  will 
remain  the  task  oi  historians  to  reliably  ac¬ 
count  for.  correctly  assess  and  attribute  the 
de-facto  degree  of  causative,  priming,  con¬ 
ditioning,  predisposing,  triggering  and  even 
controliuig  effects  of  this  campaign  on  the 
historic  event  of  most  apparent  visibility  con¬ 
stituting  an  apparent  dtoouement  of  the  yet 
unsurfaced  bulk  of  the  so  called  Watergate 
debacle. 

These  misgivings,  apprehensions  and  im¬ 
plied  advanced  wwaings  of  the  antlclpable 
extreme  Implications  of  a  probable  Presi¬ 
dential  displeasure  or  even  more  sertous,  open 
or  covert  supporting  sUiaoos,  “pfotsetton” 
of  their  oon^>iracles,  were  communicated 
through  intensive  petsimal  conferences 
(crisis  meetings)  particularly,  amongst 
others,  with  executives  of  the  Northrop  Corp., 
individually  and  collectively,  qiedftcally  de¬ 
legated  by  Its  President  and  Chairman,  Mr. 
Thomas  V.  Jaoes.  partially  In  the  winter 
of  196^70,  prior  to  the  launching  of  the 
second,  decisive,  defiantly  challenging  phase 
of  the  Campal^,  i.e.  a  contemplated  and 
subsequently  undertaken  vigorous  "lobby¬ 
ing”  in  Washington  D.C.  for  appointment, 
convocation  of  a  Presidential  (“blue-ribbon”) 
Commission  to  investigate  the  subject  con¬ 
troversy  etc.,  parallelly  with  other  efforts 
to  elicit  Congreesl<mal.  Begulatory,  De¬ 
fense-Department,  Justice-Department,  Ju¬ 
dicial  (either  prosecuted  by  UJB.  Antitrust 
and  other  Divisions  of  the  Justice  Depart¬ 
ment,  or  by  Petitioner’s  own  or  claes-action 
suits)  and  Public-Opinion  scrutinies  of  the 
matter. 

As  expected,  immediate,  ever  more  des¬ 
perate,  hlneous  criminal  countermeasures 
were  initiated  by  Northrop  Corporation  A  its 
most  formidable  ally,  Mr.  Nixon  and  entou¬ 
rage  (by  then  already  personally  and  fully 
engaged  in  the  controversy,  through  per¬ 
sonal  communications  In  the  course  at  the 
prior  first  phase  of  the  subject  Campaign, 
since  Oct.  1908,  prior  to  his  election) . 

Against  this  background,  and  miraculously 
etc.  having  siurviv^,  and  even  consistently 
gaining  on  every  etape.  of  an  onslaught  of  a 
most  unspeakable  counteroffensive,  that 
Petitioner  prevailed  in  (presumahly)  pn~ 
ponderantly  contributing  to  the  causation  of 
the  subject  Antitrust  Action,  at  any  rate  to 
consider  and  so  rely  <m  It  as  a  “bona  fide” 
breakthrough  event  of  capital  Importance 
and  significance,  and  an  adequate  vehicle  <m 
which  ride  not  only  the  vital  Defense  and 
Becurlty  Intwests  of  the  United  BtsAes,  but 
of  the  ultimate  fate  of  the  subject  Campaign 
as  wMl.  in  capalde  and  dedicated  hands  in 
the  Antitrust  IMvlslon.  when  ultimately  It 
was  initiated,  as  expected  and  awaited,  on 
March  28.  1972,  after  a  reasonable  1)4  yecurs 
delay  following  a  most  obliging  letter 
acknowledging  some  salient  aspects  of  our 
nq>port  and  several  discussions  on  the  mat¬ 
ter.  TTiat  letter  was  dated  July  21,  1970,  and 
signed  in  the  name  of  the  then  Assistant  At¬ 
torney  General  Mr.  Bidhard  W.  McLaren,  by 
Mr.  liewls  Bernstein.,  Chief,  !^;>eeial  litlga- 
tion  Beetloii  of  the  Aatttrust  Dtvlaion,  and 
attached  hereto  as  Appendix  n. 
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SOBDi  BEICABKS  on  TBS  SUBJSCT  AMTRBOSr 

Action  anb  on  thx  Pboposkd  Oonodnt 

JinwicxHT. 

As  stated  above,  making  allowaaoee  for  all 
the  reasonaUj  contemplatable,  discernible 
(or  potentlallj  lurking  In  the  background) 
certain  negative.  Inadequate  or  limited 
a^>ects  or  scope  the  Government’s  Com¬ 
plaint;  reasonably  ralsable  questions.  In  the 
light  of  Watergate-connected  revelations 
ec9>eclally,  and  In  the  light  of  the  ultimate 
present  settlement-disposition  of  the  Anti¬ 
trust  Division,  (In  ^Ite  of  the  repeated, 
lengthy  and  Intensive  Telephone-communi¬ 
cations  wlUi  responsible  high  ofiteers  of  the 
Division  In  an  effort  to  ward  off  such  even¬ 
tuality)  as  tp  the  true  motivations  of  Its 
Initiation,  Its  original  chances  of  riding 
through  the  associated  and  surrounding  up¬ 
heavals,  etc,.  Petitioner  welcomed  It  as  a 
major  breakthrough,  which.  If  Jealousy  mon¬ 
itored,  Interacted  with,  protected  and  nur- 
tmed  through  Its  evolution  toward  a  TRIAL, 
was  deemed  capable  of  constituting  a  neces¬ 
sary  forum.  Instrument,  vehicle  and  weapon 
eanTlng  to  victory  a  "majority**  If  not  **max- 
tmum"  objectives  of  Petitioner’s  Campaign 
in  challenging  the  subjeet  conspiracies. 
*rhought  must  be  given  to  the  possibility. 


that  with  all  the  best  IntMitlons  and  good 
faltii  by  the  Antitrust  Division,  tiie  veritable 
mission  of  this  ACTION  was  a  "rain-making” 
effect  to  be  created  amongat  the  Defense  Con¬ 
tractors;  or  even  worse,  that  a  i»e«nptive, 
delaying,  decoy  etc.,  a  kind  "lightning- 
rod”  effect  be  obtained  aimed  at  silencing  etc. 
any  potential  Plaintiff  or  "lobbyist”.  ’The 
Court  must  Jealously  guard  against  even  the 
suspicion  of  lending  Itself  to  a  scheme  of 
that  kind,  and  assert  Its  Jmlsdlctlon,  once 
seized,  over  a  controversy  of  such  monumen¬ 
tal  Importance  and  consequences,  against  a 
logical  conclusion  of  a  po^ble  "bad-falth” 
Action.  .. 

*rhe  subject  Action  was  deemed  to  consti¬ 
tute  a  breakthrough,  additionally.  In  that  It 
asserted  Antitrust  Jiulsdlctions  over  the 
dealings  with  an  elusive,  esoteric  entity,  the 
Intellectual  propwty,  even  though  only  to 
the  extent  as  It  was  transacted  by  usurpators, 
amongst  themselves,  and  the  consequent 
detiiment  to  the  associated  **trade  and 
commerce.” 

Once  this  charge  Is  ofBclally  fcumulated. 
even  though  treating  only  one  superficial  or 
limited  activity  of  the  Defense  Industry  In 
the  B  ft  D  domain  concerned  with  Alrplimee, 
the  logical  and  selflmpoeed  extrapolation  of 


(  / 


the  challenged  offenses,  and  xmdenoorlng  of 
their  detrimental  effect  on  the  much  more 
vital  public  and  national  Interest  than  the 
**trade  and  commeroe”,  to  wit;  the  nation’s 
defense  posture  etc.,  is  within  reach,  and 
Petitioner  submits.  Is  within  the  scope  and 
potential  of  present  Action. 

There  Is  no  legitimate  reason,  why  should 
not  be  fully  marshalled  any  available  set  of 
laws,  such  as  the  Antitrust  Laws,  to  bring 
to  order  and  correct  a  crucial  segment  of 
our  society  concerned  with  the  national  de¬ 
fense  effort,  particularly  so.  In  the  appar- 
ent(?)  absence  of  more  drastic  Jurisdictions, 
dealing  with  conscious,  knowing,  willful 
sabotage  or  national  defense  effort,  even 
though,  the  primary  motivation  Is  a  mere 
and  "Innocent”  defrauding  of  the  united 
States.  Petitioner  submits,  that  a  *rrlal  of 
tills  Action  will  adequately  adduce  the  im¬ 
plicit  evidences  of  horrendous  crimes  perpe¬ 
trated  on  this  country  by  the  Defendants, 
and  through  Its  Adjudlcaticm.  by  virtue  of 
simple.  stralghtfcH'ward  formulae,  already 
within  the  Jurisdiction  and  Power  of  the 
Antitrust  Laws,  capable  of  liquidating  them. 

Dated:  Sept.  12,  1976,  Los  Angeles,  Oal. 

Da.  Tjura  EeaNTi. 


Hom,  ¥0L  4ik  ibo.  S07— MUfty.  OCti 
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fNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

VAStUNCTON.  D.C.  XOUO 


60^ 


July  21,  iv70 


*  ) 
OirLl  Ho. 

72  CiT*1307tMBL 


Dr.  Leslie  Erenyi 
1044  Spazier  Avenue 
Glendale,  Callfoimla  91201 

Dear  Doctor  Erenyi; 

This  letter  Is  being  sent  in  response  to 
your  request  for  an  official  reply  to  your  oral 
request  for  action  by  the  Department  of  Justice. 


On  the  throe  occasions  that  wc  met,  and  in  ^Hoyitr  m 
our  several  telephone  conversations,  you  advised  that  cet 

■  you  have  evidence  that  the  Detense  Ucpartiacnt  is 

assisting  certain  aerospace  .uanui'acturcrs  in  activities 
that  are  harmful  to  the  public  interest.^  You  also  have  Mticmf 

,  informed  us  that  these  aerospace  manufacturers  are  4eeorr^ 

iffetviiui  engaged  in  an*intitnist  conspiracy.  In  addition,  you 
irtfsentovt,  stated  that  officials  of  these  companies  have  deprived 
9cof*i^  you  of  your  civil  rip.hts,  and  because  of  their  desire 

MifiUS.  f/f/rmt  to  suppress  the  inforuuicion  which  you  possess,  you 

tfeuriN  i,ff  believe  that  your  life  is  in  danger.  /I/Zw/Jm*  . 


1  pointed  out  to  yu\i  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Antitrust,  Criminal  and  Civil  Rights  Divisions  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  respect ivcly,  and  advised  you 
of  the  appropriate  procedure  for  inakln);  complaints  for 
violations  of  criminal  and  civil  rights  laws*  1  also 


DEPARTMCNT  OF  JUSTICE 

wasmncion.  a  c.  ZOS90 
ernoAk  OU8INCS8 


rmrACc  and  rccs  raio  • 

‘  U.S. 

OCPAaVMCNT  OP  JlitP.k  t 


O  APPEHDIX 


Ihr  T^al'lp  Pramvl 
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stated  that  I  would  Inquire  Into  the  antitrust  aspects 
of  the  lonR  stnndlnfr.  ngrocment  among  aircraft  nanufucturers 
to  pool  patents  and  to-  channel  all  Inventions  Into  one 
combined  group.  You  Indicated  that  such  agreement  could 
be  benaCiclnl,  1/Ut  Cliat  it  was  being  at)U9C<l. 


iz/cU'  — 
V 

7 


V 


% 

S  V  » 

I 

1 

V.  'S  V?  ^ 


I  trust  that  this  confirms  ouv  converantion*. 

Sincerely  ywirs, 

RiajAlU)  V/,  ^cIarkn 
Assistant  Attor/»oy  (knicral 


An t  f.i:ri»s  t  I)  I  vJ  s  Ion 
\  \ 


% 


:*nc:|rr 


,  .  1  i  ■ 

By  LcVfs  ’gGihstuln"'*"*'^ 
Chief  ( 

Special  hlLlgatlon  Section 


•5>» 


Scot  «.•  I  n‘'*o.v  «  .•...a*  i<f*  • 

•oin<i  Aiih 

BUSINESS 

TK*  (>epArtmAnt  *n< i 

I  n*unr<it  it  «  cl»  M  .\i\iitra««  »uit  > 
►  In  New  York  rtuofittR  r.nii!  i*l  Om*  < 
^  natU<n*s  airrraS  ln<tuitiy  n-,ih  rUm«* 
|1natlns  CMnpcUtinn 
Jnven'.ions  re^tU  to  aiipljne 
[■  duclion. 

Aiivlnf  iNlercU  continue.!  to  dU 
tnlnUh  at  atoek  nurk':!  pt;«vs  ;jve 
way  lUorii  uk’.n|;.(cr  th« 

IhMd  «tfMon  in  a  r<*^.  IVjw 
.'ones  averayo  cK<|e«t 


?i!:^ 

If" 

OfteR 

n 

S*  ^ 
2<S5  It 

>5 


I®  r  it «' 
:X  ?:  e 

gSb.c 
,  o  5  • 

—  Jlr*.  c 


.  rr^,. 

c^.  I*  ‘ 

•1  •  •  ^  I  • 
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Dr.  Leslie  Erenyl 
2653  P.O.  Box, 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90028 

Civil  No.  72  Civ.  1307 :MEL. 

APPENDIX  1. — Preliminary  list  of  sup¬ 
porting  documents  (inter  alia)  intended  to 
submit  in  the  support  of  Petition  V. 

1.  Reg.  Letter  May  16,  *73  to  Sen.  Tunney; 

2.  Telegram/Reg.  Lett.  June  17,  *73  to  Sen. 
Tuimey: 

3.  Telegram/Reg.  Lett.  Apr.  10,  *74  to  Sen, 
Tunney: 

4.  Answer  by  Sen.  Tunney  May  2,  ’74  plus 
5  Reg.  Lett.  Receipts. 

5.  Letter  July  21,  1970  by  Antitrust  Div. 
Justice  Dept. 

6.  U.S.  Govt.’s  Antitrust  Suit  of  March  29, 
1972;  V.  Defendant  Northrop  Oorp.  et  si.; 

7.  Telegr./Reg.  Lett.  Oct.  1,  1972  to  North¬ 
rop/Thomas  V.  Jones,  Pres. 

8.  Reg.  Lett,  to  Supervsr  Baxter  Ward; 

9.  Telegr.  to  Pres.  Nixon,  Peb.  6,  1970; 

10.  L.A.  Times  article  May  2,  ’74  on  North¬ 
rop; 

11.  L.A.  Times  article  Apr.  27,  1974  on 
Northrop; 

12.  Reg.  Lett,  to  Rep.  Jerome  Waldle/"Bo- 
dlno  Committee”,  of  May  6,  1974; 

13.  Reg.  Lett.  June  9,  1974  to  Special 
Prosecutor  Leon  Jaworskl; 

14.  Telegram  Oct.  99,  1968  to  nominee 
Richard  Nixon,  plus;  re^)onse  "Express”  of 
Nov,  2,  1968; 

16.  Letter  of  Nov.  10,  1968  to  Pres.-elect 
Richard  M.  Nixon; 

16.  Telegrams  to  Clark  Clifford,  Seer,  of 
Defense,  of  Dec.  16,  1968  and  to  Pres.-elect 
Nixon  of  Dec.  15, 1968; 

17.  Telegrams  re.  General  Dynamics  of  Oct. 
10,  1968,  Oct.  21,  1968,  Oct.  25,  1968,  Dec.  16, 
1968; 

18.  Telegrs.  Dec.  16,  1968  to  Time-Life 
Magazine;  and  to  General  Dynamics;  . 

19.  Telegr.  July  9,  1970  to  Pres.  R.  M. 
Nixon  -(-  New  York  ’Times;  pp.  1-3; 

20.  Telegr.  July  17,  19'70  to  Pres.  •  R.  M. 
Nixon  et  al.  (4) ; 

21.  Telegr/Reg.  Lett.  June  7, 1970  to  Melvin 
Laird,  Seer,  of  Defense; 

29.  Northrop  Corp.’s  Research  Section  Or¬ 
ganization-Roster  ft  Chart; 

28.  Excerpt  from  R.  M.  Nixon’s  book  "Six 
Crises”; 

24.  Criminal  Complaint  pp.  1-36,  filed  with: 
D.A.,  L.A.  County  Grand  Jury,  UJ3.  Grand 
Jury,  Commission  on  Judicial  Qualifications, 
SuDcrvlsor  Baxter  Ward,  Sen.  J.  V,  ’Tunney; 

25.  Re.  Civil  No.  74-1455  :F,  Jay  Springer 
et  al.  vs.  Thomas  V.  Jones,  Northrop  Corp,  et 
al.  Notice  of  Intention  to  APPEAR  by  Leslie 
Erenyi  on  Hearing  set  for  Jan.  20,  1975,  Los 
Angeles,  U.S.  Court. 

26.  Reporter’s  ’Transcript  of  Proceedings  on 
Hearing,  TT.S.  Dlstr.  Court,  L.A.  Jan.  20,  1975; 
Civ.  74-1456  :P,  Statement  by  Leslie  Erenyl 
pp.  13-21. 

27.  Telegr./Reg.  Letter  to  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation,  Jan.  27,  *75,  re.  Hearing  of 
Jan.  20. 1976  by  Erenyl. 

IPR  Doc.76-28646  Piled  10-2S-75;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  RedaoMtion 

GENERAL  ADJUSTMENTS  IN  POWER 
RATES 

Notice  of  Change  In  Location  for  PubNc 
Comment  Forum  on  Tentative  Povrer 
Rate  Adjustments 

Rio  Grande  Project  (Southwest 
Region) 

On  October  6, 1976,  the  Dwartment  <rf 
the  Interior  published  In  the  Federal 


Rbgistbb  (40  FR  46140)  a  schedule  of 
the  public  comment  forums.  All  cus¬ 
tomers  of  the  Rio  Grande  Project  re¬ 
quested  that  the  location  of  the  pubUc 
commoit  forum  be  changed  from 
Amarillo,  Texas,  to  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico.  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
Inform  the  public  of  the  following  change 
in  location  only  of  the  public  comment 
forum  for  the  Rio  Chrande  Project 
(.Southwest  Region) : 

Federal  Building,  Room  4210, 617  Gold  South¬ 
west,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico. 

Dated:  October  17,  1975. 

G.  G.  Stamm, 

Commissioner  of  Reclamation. 

(PR  Doc.75-28634  FUed  10-23-75:8:46  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

COMMITTEE  ON  FUTURE  ENERGY  PROS¬ 
PECTS  NATIONAL  PETROLEUM  COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  for  the  following 
meeting:  The  Committee  on  Future 
Energy  Prospects  of  the  National  Petro¬ 
leum  Council  will  meet  on  Thursday, 
November  13,  1975  in  the  Moimt  Vernon 
Room,  The  Madison  Hotel,  15th  &  M 
StJ’eets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  starting 
at  10  ajn. 

The  agenda  includes  the  following 
items: 

1.  Discuss  an  outline  for  a  study  in 
response  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior’s  request  for  the  preparation 
of  a  critique  and  outline  for  an  update 
of  the  1972  U.S.  Energy  Outlodc  study. 

2.  Discuss  an  organizational  structure 
for  the  Committee  and  its  subgroups. 

8.  Discuss  a  timetable  for  completion 
of  the  study. 

4.  Discuss  any  other  matters  pertinent 
to  the  overall  assignment  of  i^e  Com¬ 
mittee. 

The  purpose  of  the  National  Petro¬ 
leum  Council  is  to  provide  advice,  infor¬ 
mation  and  recommendations  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  upon  request, 
upon  any  matter  relating  to  petroleum 
or  the  petroleum  industry. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  - 
to  the  extent  that  space  and  facilities 
permit.  Any  member  of  the  public  may 
file  a  written  statement  with  the  Council 
either  before  or  after  the  meeting.  In¬ 
terested  persons  who  wish  to  speak  at 
the  meeting  must  apply  to  the  Council 
and  obtain  approval  in  accordance  with 
its  established  procedures. 

Further  informatiem  with  respect  to 
this  meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Ben 
Tafoya,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary- 
Energy  and  Minerals,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington,  D.C.,  telephone 
ntunber  343-6226. 

Dated:  October  21,  1975. 

Harry  C.  McKittricx, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  ^ 
the  Interior. 

[PR  Doc.75-28661  Piled  10-23-75;8:46  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

[Arndt.  4] 

SALES  OF  CERTAIN  COMMODITIES 

Monthly  Sales  List  (Fiscal  Year  Ending 
June  30, 1976) 

The  CCC  Monthly  Sales  List  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1976,  pub¬ 
lished  at  40  FR  30510  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  The  last  sentence  of  Section  Kb) 
entitled  “General”  published  at  40  FR 
30511  is  revised  to  read  as  follows:  In¬ 
terest  at  9  percent  will  be  charged  for 
delinquent  payments  on  consignment 
and  track  grain  sales. 

2.  The  provisions  of  Section  27  en¬ 
titled  “Nonfat  Dry  Milk — Unrestricted 
Use  Sales”  published  at  40  FR  30512  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

U.S.  Extra  Grade:  Market  price,  but 
not  less  than  the  following  announced 
prices  for  spray  process  nonfat  dry  milk 
(NDM)  in  50  pound  bagrs:  70  cents  per 
pound  for  NDM  in  bags  of  type  specified 
in  ASCS  Announcement  (IMO-1.  69.75 
cents  per  poimd  for  NDM  in  commercial 
type  bags. 

U.S.  Standard  Grade:  U.S.  Extra 
Grade  price  minus  1  cent.  Sales  are  in  * 
carlots  only  in-store  at  storage  location 
of  products.  Sales  are  made  under  An¬ 
nouncement  MP-14. 

3.  The  provisions  of  Section  29  entitled 
“Butter — Unrestricted  Use  Sales”  pub¬ 
lished  at  40  FR  44172  are  deleted. 

4.  Section  33  entitled  “Peanuts  Farm¬ 
ers  Stock — ^Unrestricted  Use  Sales”  pub¬ 
lished  at  40  FR  30512  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows:  33.  Peanuts  FYirmers  Stock — 
Restricted  Use  Sales  (FOB  Point  of  Stor¬ 
age)  The  minimum  price  is  the  market 
price  but  not  less  than  the  flawing 
formula  price: 

1.  Segregation  1  lots  (loan  classifica- 
tton).  The  formula  price  is  100  percent 
of  the  1975  crop  price  support  value 
(prior  to  the  deduction  for  storage,  han¬ 
dling  and  inspection)  for  the  applicable 
location,  type  and  quality,"  plus  the 
markup  below. 

2.  Segregation  2  lots  (loan  classifica¬ 
tion).  The  formula  price  is  24.50  cents 
per  poxmd  of  total  kernel  content  (TKC) 
plus  the  markup  below.  Adjustments  for 
oil  and  ammonia  content  will  be  made 
after  delivery  per  Announcement  PV- 
P-FS-l. 

3.  Markups.  October  1975 — ^None,  No¬ 
vember  1975 — ^None,  December  1975 
through  Jime  1976 — On  December  1, 1975 
a  markup  will  begin  to  accumulate  at 
the  rate  of  55  cents  per  net  ton  per  week 
(farmers  stock  basis)  for  Segregation  1 
peanuts  and  .03  cents  per  pound  TKC 
per  week  for  segregation  2  peanuts. 

Alternative  Uses  of  a  Lot.  1.  Export  as 
farmer  stock  peanuts.  2.  Domestic  crush¬ 
ing.  3.  Export  for  crushing  and  shipped 
in  bulk,  or  fragmented  if  shipped  in  bags 
or  containers.  4.  Milled  to  US  No.  1  or 
better  grade  shelled  peanuts  for  export 
with  ronaining  kernels  to  be  crushed 
dtunestically  or  exported  for  crushing  in 
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bulk,  or  Irasmented  if  In  bags  or  con¬ 
tainers. 

Sales  are  made  under  announcment 
PV-P-F8-1.  When  stocks  are  available 
lot  lists  or  invitations  to  bid  will  be  Issued 
by  peanut  associations  for  submission  ol 
competittve  bids  each  Tuesday  to  the 
Prairie  Village  ASC8  Commodity  OfQce. 
Association  addresses  are:  OFA  Peanut 
Association  Camilla.  Ga.  31730,  Peanut 
Growers  Cooperative  Marketing  Associa¬ 
tion  Praidclin,  Va.  33851.  Southwestern 
Peanut  Growers'  Association  Gorman. 
Texas  76454. 

(Sec.  4,  63  8tst.  1070,  as  amended  (15  U.S.C. 
714b):  aec.  407,  63  Stat.  1055,  as  amended 
(7  U3.C.  1427) ) 

Effective  Date:  2:30  pm.  (EDT)  3ep~ 
tember  30, 1975. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  on  Octo¬ 
ber  17,  1975. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick. 

Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

(FR  Doc.75~88733  Filed  10-23-75:8:45  am] 


Farmers  Home  Administration 
[Notice  of  Designation  No.  ASSS] 
SOUTH  DAKOTA 
Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  farming,  ranching,  or 
aquaculture  operations  have  been  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  in  the  following  South 
Dakota  Counties  as  a  result  of  a  bliz¬ 
zard  March  22  to  29. 1975 : 

Dewey  Ziebach 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  these  areas  as  eligible  for  Emer¬ 
gency  loans,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  (Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  De- 
vdopment  Act,  as  amended  by  Public 
Law  94-68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  (CFR 
1832.3(b)  including  the  recommendation 
of  Governor  Richard  F.  Kneip  that  such 
designation  be  made. 

Applications  for  Emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  November  25,  1975,  for  physical 
losses  and  June  28,  1976,  for  production 
losses,  except  that  qualified  borrowers 
who  receive  Initial  loans  pursuant  to 
this  designation  may  be  eligible  for  sub¬ 
sequent  loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need 
for  loans  in  the  designated  areas  makes 
it  Impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  advance  notice  of 
proposed  nile  making  and  invite  public 
participation. 

Done  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  16th 
day  of  October,  1975. 

Denton  E.  Sprague, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Farmers  Home  Administration. 

(FB  Doc.76-28784  FUed  10-33-75:8:45  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  STATE  AND 
PRIVATE  FORESTRY 

Meeting 

The  Advisory  Committee  on  State  smd 
Private  Forestry  will  meet  in  Jekyll  Is¬ 


land,  Georgia.  November  18-20. 1975.  The 
meeting  will  convene  at  8:15  ajn.  on 
November  18  in  the  Buccaneer  HoM. 
Jekyll  Island.  ae<MXia. 

This  Committee,  comprised  o<  IS  mem¬ 
bers  from  a  bro^  spectnan  of  geo¬ 
graphic  and  interest  areas,  advises  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  various 
agencies  of  the  Department  on  the  pro¬ 
tection.  management  and  development  of 
the  Nation’s  non-Federal  forest  land 
and  resources.  Robert  Long,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Conservatitm,  Research 
and  Educatitm  is  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  He  and  representatives  of  the 
Forest  Service.  Extension  Service.  Soil 
Conservaticm  Service,  and  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service 
will  attend  from  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture. 

The  meeting  is  structured  to  provide 
members  of  the  Committee  ample  time 
for  discussion.  Key  Issues  to  be  included 
sure:  (1)  EPA’s  Suggested  Forest  Prac¬ 
tices  Act,  (2)  Rural  Community  Fire 
Program,  (3)  Resources  Planning  Act, 
(4)  Southern  Pine  Beetle  Centred.  (5) 
Youth  smd  Manpower  Programs  in  Forest 
Conservation,  and  (6)  Research  Imple¬ 
mentation.  The  (Committee  will  provide 
advice  on  these  and  other  Issues  concern¬ 
ing  the  cooperative  forestry  programs. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should 
notify  the  Committee’s  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary,  Paul  Johnson.  USDA-Forest  Serv¬ 
ice,  Room  3107,  South  Building,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20250.  telephone  202-447- 
7065.  Written  statements  may  be  filed 
with  Committee  before  or  after  the  meet¬ 
ing. 

William  E.  Murray, 

Acting  Deputy  Chief  for  State  and 
Private  Forestry. 

O:tober  20. 1975. 

(FR  DOC.75-3873S  FUed  10-23-76:8:45  am] 


Forest  Service 

CASCADE  HEAD  SCENIC-RESEARCH 
AREA  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Meeting 

The  Cascade  Head  Scenic-Research 
Area  Advisory  Coimcil  will  meet  on  Fri¬ 
day  and  Saturday.  November  14th  and 
15th,  1975.  at  the  Dunes  Motel  in  Lincoln 
City,  Oregon.  The  meeting  on  Friday  will 
be  from  3:00  to  5:00  pm.  and  from 
7:00  to  10:00  pm.  Saturday’s  meeting 
will  start  at  8:00  am. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  IS  for  the 
Advisory  Council  to  formulate  their  rec- 
(xnmendations  on  the  management  direc¬ 
tion  for  the  Scenic-Research  Area.  The 
Coimcil  will  consider  the  tentative  man¬ 
agement  alternatives  reviewed  at  their 
meeting  held  in  October  in  making  their 
recommendation. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  additional  information 
concerning  the  meeting  should  contact 
IJnda  Penney,  Hebo  Ranger  Station, 
Hebo,  Oregon,  i^ne  392-3161.  ext.  33. 
or  Edlu  Allert,  Siuslaw  National  Forest, 


at  545  8W  Second  Street,  Corvallk, 
Oregon,  pheme  752-4211,  ext.  510. 

Dated:  October  15, 1975. 

P.  Dale  RoBBaxacm, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

{FR  Doe.75-88888  FOed  10-38-75:8:45  am] 


GRAND  MESA  NATIONAL  FOREST 
GRAZING  ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

The  Grand  Mesa  National  Forest 
Grazing  Advlsoiy  Bocu*d  meeting  sched¬ 
uled  October  22.'  1975  at  7:30  p.m.  at  the 
Mesa-North  End  District  Office  in  Grand 
Jimction,  Colorado  was  not  held. 

Dated:  October  17, 1975. 

Gsralb  W.  Ntbobo, 
Actiny  Forest  Supervisor. 

[FR  Doe.75-3866B  FU«d  10-98-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  CeneuE 

SURVEY  OF  RETAIL  SALES.  PURCHASES, 
AND  INVENTORIES 

(kHisideration  to  Continue  Survey 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Census  is  considering  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  repeat  in  1976  the  Annual  Re^ 
taU  Trade  Survey,  which  has  been  con¬ 
ducted  each  year  since  1951  (except 
1954)  under  Title  13,  United  States  Code, 
s'ectlons  181,  224,  and  225.  This  survey 
is  conducted  to  collect  data  covering 
year-end  Inventories,  purchases,  and  an¬ 
nual  sales  of  retail  trade  establishments. 
This  survey,  which  would  provide  data 
for  1975,  is  the  only  continuing  source 
available  on  a  comparable  classification 
and  timely  basis  for  use  as  a  benchmark 
for  developing  monthly  retail  inventory 
estimates.  It  also  assists  in  establishing  a 
benchmark  for  the  distribution  of 
monthly  sales  by  geographic  area. 

Information  and  recommendations  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  indi¬ 
cate  that  the  data  will  have  significant 
application  to  the  needs  of  the  public, 
the  distributive  trades,  and  govern¬ 
mental  agencies,  and  that  the  data  are 
not  publicly  avsiilable  from  nongovern¬ 
ment  or  other  governmental  sources. 

Such  a  survey,  if  conducted,  shall  be¬ 
gin  not  earlier  than  November  24.  1975. 

Reports  will  be  required  only  from  a 
selected  sample  of  retafl  establishments 
in  the  United  States.  The  sample  will 
provide,  with  measurable  reliability,  sta¬ 
tistics  on  the  subjects  specified  above. 
Reports  will  be  requested  from  a  samide 
of  stores,  with  probability  of  sdection 
based  on  their  sales  size.  A  group  of  tiie 
largest  firms,  in  terms  of  number  of  re¬ 
tail  stores,  will  be  requested  to  report 
their  salesnnd  number  of  stores  by  coun¬ 
ty;  however,  firms  participating  in  the 
Bureau’s  monthly  geographic  area  sur¬ 
vey  wiU  be  asked  to  report  at  the  national 
level  only. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and  a 
descriptkm  of  the  collection  methods  are 
available  upon  request  to  the  Director. 
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Bureau  at  the  Census.  Washington,  D.C. 
20233. 

Any  suggestions  or  recommendations 
concerning  the  subject-matter  of  this 
proposed  survey  will  receive  considera¬ 
tion  if  submitted  in  writing  to  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  with¬ 
in  30  days  of  this  notice. 

Dated:  October  21.  1975. 

Vincent  P.  Barabba, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  the  Census. 

[PB  Doc.76-28709  PUed  10-23-76;8:45  am] 

Maritime  Administration 

DIESEL  MERCHANT  SHIP 
CONSTRUCTION  PROGRAM 

Availability  of  Maritime  Administration 
Standard  Specifications  for  Diesel  Mer¬ 
chant  Ship  Construction 

Ihe  Maritime  Administration  has  pre¬ 
pared  a  publication  entitled  “Maritime 
Administration  Standard  Specifications 
for  Diesel  Merchant  Ship  Construction” 
for  use  as  a  guide  in  Diesel  powered  cargo 
ship  design.  It  wil  also  show  all  meas- 
mement  units  in  both  the  System  Inter¬ 
national  (SI)  Metric  and  the  English 
systems.  A  limited  number  of  copies  of 
the  draft  are  available  to  Interested  par¬ 
ties  for  review  and  comment.  Requests 
for  the  specifications  should  be  dieted 
to  William  O.  Bullock,  Chief,  Division  of 
Engineering,  Room  4525,  n.S.  Demirt- 
ment  of  Commerce,  Maritime  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Washington,  DX:.  20230. 

Dated:  October  21. 1975. 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board,  Maritime  Administration. 

Jakes  8.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-28737  Piled  10-23-76:8:46  am] 

[Docket  No.  &-471] 

ATLANTIC  RICHRELD  CO. 

Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Atlantic 
Richfield  Company  (Operator),  515 
South  Flower  Street,  Los  Angeles.  Cali¬ 
fornia  90051,  has  filed  an  application 
dated  October  9,  1975,  as  amended,  to 
amend  its  Operating-Differential  Subsidy 
Agreement,  Contract  No.  MA/MSB-270 
(the  Agreement)  by  adding  the  tank¬ 
ers  AR<X)  ENTERPRISE  and  ARCO 
HERITAGE.  The  Operator  engages  in 
the  carriage  of  export  bulk  raw  and 
processed  agricultural  commodities  from 
the  United  States  (U-S.)  to  the  Union 
of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics  (U.S.S.R.) . 
Liquid  and  dry  bulk  cargoes  may  be  car¬ 
ried  from  the  U.SJ3II.  and  other  for¬ 
eign  ports,  inbound,  to  UB.  ports  during 
voyages  subsidized  for  the  carriage  of 
export  bulk  raw  and  processed  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities  to  the  UJ3B.R. 

Full  details  concerning  the  U.S.- 
U.SB11.  export  bulk  raw  and  agricul¬ 
tural  conunodlties  subsidy  program,  in¬ 
cluding  terms,  conditions  and  restrictions 
upon  both  the  subsidized  operators  and 
vessels,  appear  in  Title  46  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  294. 


The  Agreement  was  approved  by  the 
Maritime  Subsidy  Board  (Board)  on 
October  7,  1974  and  presently  includes 
the  tankers  SINCLAIR  TEXAS,  ARCO 
PRUDHOE  BAT  and  ARCO  ANCHOR¬ 
AGE.  The  Agreement  will  expire  on  De¬ 
cember  31, 1975,  unless  further  extended. 
Each  voyage  under  the  Agreement  must 
be  approved  for  subsidy  before  c(Hn- 
mencement  of  the  voysge.  The  Board  will 
act  on  each  request  for  a  subsidized 
voyage  as  an  administrative  matter 
under  the  terms  of  the  Agre^ent,  for 
which  there  is  no  requirement  for  fur¬ 
ther  notices  under  section  605(c)  of  the 
Act. 

Any  person  having  an  interest  in  the 
granting  of  the  application  and  who 
would  contest  a  finding  of  the  Board  that 
the  service  now  provided  by  vessels  of 
U.S.  registry  for  the  carriage  of  cargoes 
as  previously  specified  is  insulequate, 
must  on  or  before  October  30, 1975,  notify 
the  Board’s  Secretary,  in  writing,  of 
his  interest  and  of  his  position,  and  file 
a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Board’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (46  CFR  Part  210). 
Each  statement  of  interest  and  petition 
to  Intervene  shall  state  whether  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  requested  under  secticm  605(c)  of 
the  Act  and.  with  as  much  specificity  as 
possible,  the  facts  that  the  intervenor 
would  undertake  to  prove  at  such  hear¬ 
ing. 

In  the  event  a  hearing  under  section 
605(c)  of  the  Act  is  ordered  to  be  hdd 
with  respect  to  the  subject  application, 
the  purpose  of  such  hearing  will  be  to 
receive  evidence  relevant  to  (1)  whether 
the  application  herein  above  described, 
with  respect  to  the  vessels  to  be  operated 
in  an  essential  service  and  served  by 
citizens  of  the  U.S.,  would  be  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  existing  service,  or  services, 
and  if  so,  whether  the  service  already 
provided  by  vessels  of  U.S.  registry  is 
inadequate,  and  (2)  whether  in  the  ac¬ 
complishment  of  the  purposes  and  policy 
of  the  Act  additional  vessels  should  be 
operated  thereon. 

If  no  request  for  a  hearing  and  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  Intervene  is  received 
within  the  specified  time,  or  if  the  Board 
determines  that  petitions  for  leave  to 
intervene  filed  within  the  specified  time 
do  not  demonstrate  sufficient  interest  to 
warrant  a  hearing,  the  Board  will  take 
such  action  as  may  be  deemed  appro¬ 
priate. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistaiice  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.604  Operating-Differential  Subsi¬ 
dies  (ODS) ) 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board,  Maritime  Administration. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr.. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-28886  FUed  10-28-76:8:46  am] 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

NORTHWEST  RSHERIES  CENTER 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Endangered 
Species  Permit — E9 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  apifficant  has  applied  in  due  form 


for  a  permit  to  take  and  import  endan¬ 
gered  species  for  scientific  purposes  as 
authorized  by  the  Endangered  Species 
Act  of  1973  (16  U.8.C.  1531-1543)  and 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
Regulations  Governing  Endangered  Fish 
or  Wildlife  Permits  (50  CFR  222)  as  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  November  27, 1974  Federal 
Register  at  page  41375. 

Northwest  Fisheries  Center,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  2725  Montlake 
Boulevard,  East,  Seattle,  Washington 
98112,  to  take  and  import  specimen 
materials  from  dead  endangered  species 
of  cetaceans.  These  cetaceans  are  as 
follows: 

Gray  Whale,  Eschrichttus  rohustus 
Blue  Whale,  Balaenorrtera  musculua 
Humpback  Whale,  Megaptera  novaengliae 
Bowhead  Whale,  Balaena  myaticetua 
Right  Whale,  Eubalaena  auatralia 
Fin  Whale,  Balaenoptera  phyaalva 
Set  Whale,  Balaenoptera  horealia 
Sperm  Whale,  Phyaeter  catodon 

The  specimen  materials  will  be  taken 
from  cetaceans  which  become  available 
to  U.S.  observers,  in  the  course  of  their 
duties  in  observing  the  commercial  whal¬ 
ing  activities  of  other  nations.  Such  ob¬ 
servers,  placed  aboard  commercial  whal¬ 
ing  factorvships  or  at  land  whaling  sta¬ 
tions.  either  by  appointment  by  the  In¬ 
ternational  Whaling  Commission  (IWC) 
or  by  invitation  of  the  nation  conducting 
the  whaling  activity,  will  be  designated 
as  agents  of  the  Apnlicant  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  stated  in  the  application.  At  pres¬ 
ent,  two  IWC  appointed  U.S.  observers 
have  been  placed  at  Japanese  land  whal¬ 
ing  stations,  and  one  U.S.  observer  has 
been  invited  aboard  an  Antarctic  fac- 
torvshlp  bv  Japan. 

The  specimen  materials  will  be  taken 
from  cetaceans  which  are:  (1)  Di¬ 
rectly  taken  in  fisheries  for  such  animals, 
in  countries  and  sltu'*tions  where  such 
taking  is  legal;  (2)  killed  Incidental  to 
fishing  or  other  operations;  or  (3)  dead 
ot  natural  causes.  In  no  case  will  sigents 
of  the  Applicant  kill,  or  cause  to  be  klDed, 
any  endangered  species  in  connection 
with_collectlng  the  requested  specimen 
materials.  Initially,  the  specimen  mate¬ 
rials  will  be  collected  bv  agents  of  the 
Applicant  located  at  Japanese  land  whal¬ 
ing  stations,  and  aboard  a  Japanese 
whaling  factoryship.  Additional  agents 
may  be  designated  as  opportunities  for 
observers  expand  to  include  other  whal¬ 
ing  activities. 

The  materials  to  be  collected  will  in¬ 
clude  reproductive  organs,  ear  plugs, 
teeth,  bone,  baleen  and  muscle  tissue,  and 
blood  samples  whenever  possible.  These 
materials  will  be  analvzed  to  obtain  data 
on  reproductive  capacity,  age,  distribu¬ 
tion.  and  population  stock  Identification 
and  movement. 

In  connection  with  this  prcHtosed  re¬ 
search.  the  Applicant  has  iqiplied  for  a 
permit  under  the  Marine  Mammal  Pro¬ 
tection  Act  of  1972,  to  take  and  import 
specimen  materials  from  these  specif  as 
well  as  specimen  materials  from  non-en- 
dangered  cetaceans  subject  to  that  legis¬ 
lation. 

Documents  submitted  in  connection 
with  the  above  application  are  available 
for  review  in  the  Division  of  Marine 
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Turmwma.i«  and  Endangered  Species,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce.  Washington,  D.C. 
20235,  and  the  OfDce  of  the  Regitmal  Di¬ 
rector,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice.  Northwest  Region.  Lake  Union  Build¬ 
ing.  1700  Westlake  Avenue,  North,  Seat¬ 
tle,  Washington  08109. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
data  or  views,  or  requests  for  a  public 
hearing  on  this  application  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington. 
D.C.  20235,  within  30  days  of  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice.  The  holding  of 
such  hearing  is  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Director. 

Any  statonents  and  opinions  that  may 
be  contained  in  this  notice  in  support  of 
this  application  are  summaries  based  on 
those  of  the  Applicant  and  do  not  neces¬ 
sarily  reflect  the  views  the  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

Dated:  October  17. 1975. 

Robekt  W.  Schonimc, 

’  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FB  Doc.75-28870  Filed  10-23-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 
(Docket  No.  75N-0304) 

UNIFORM  PHYSICIAN  LABELING  FOR 
ORAL  CONTRACEPTIVE  DRUG  PRODUCTS 
Intent  To  Solicit  Comments  on  Draft 
Labeling 

Prim:  to  issuing  in  the  Fidcxal  Regis¬ 
ter  proposed  new  regulations  relating  to 
uniform  lAiysiclan  labeling  for  oral  con¬ 
traceptive  drug  products,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  is  soliciting 
comments  on  a  draft  revision  of  the 
labeling.  Interested  persons  have  until 
on  or  before  November  24. 1975  to  sulunit 
comments. 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration  is 
charged  with  assuring  both  physicians 
and  patients  that  drugs  are  safe  and 
effective  for  their  intended  uses.  The  full 
disclosure  of  informaticm  to  physicians 
concerning  such  matters  as  effectiveness, 
ccmtralndications.  warnings,  precautions, 
and  adverse  reactions  is  an  important 
element  in  the  discharge  of  this  responsi¬ 
bility.  Accordingly,  the  Commissioner  is 
In  the  process  of  revising  the  uniform 
I^iysician  labeling  for  oral  contraceptive 
drug  products  to  update  the  currmit 
labelW  for  these  drug  products,  which 
was  last  revised  in  November  1969.  to 
include  significant  new  information.  The 
patient  labeling  for  the  oral  contracep¬ 
tives  is  also  undergoing  major  revision. 
However,  since  its  wording  is  partially 
dependent  upon  the  physician’s  labeling, 
the  Commissioner  Is  awaiting  commaits 
on  the  latter  before  publishing  the  pro¬ 
posed  revised  patient  labeling. 

To  ensure  maximum  public  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  development  of  the  regula¬ 
tion.  the  Commissioner  is  proposing  to 
distribute  a  draft  revision  of  such  la'oel- 
ing  to  various,  professionaL  scientific. 


trade,  and  consumer  organizations  and 
to  solicit  comments  on  it.  A  copy  of  that 
draft  revision  has  also  been  placed  cm 
public  display  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clei^  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20852,  and  will  be  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  in  the  above  office  Monday 
through  Friday,  from  9  am.  to  4  pm., 
except  Federal  legal  holidays.  Copies  of 
the  draft  revised  labeling  are  available 
upon  request  from  the  Hearing  Clerk. 

Interested  persons  may.  on  or  before 
November  24,  1975,  submit  written  com¬ 
ments  regarding  the  revised  labeling  to 
the  Hearing  Clerk.  Comments  should  be 
filed  in  quintuplicate  (except  individuals 
may  submit  single  copies)  and  should  be 
Identified  with  the  Hearing  Clerk  docket 
munber  found  in  brackets  in  the  heading 
oi  this  document  Received  comments 
may  be  seen  in  the  above  office  at  the 
times  stated  above. 

Dated:  October  21, 1975. 

SamD.  Fmx, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
CompUcMoe. 

{FR  Doc.75-38783  FUed  10-33-75;8:45  sml 


HeaRh  Resources  Administration 

NATIONAL  COUNCIL  ON  HEALTH 
PLANNING  AND  DEVELOPMENT 

Chartering;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-27101  appearing  at  page 
47531  in  the  issue  for  Thursday,  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1975,  the  title  should  read  **Na- 
tlonal  Coimcil  on  Health  Planning  and 
Development’*  rather  than  ’’National  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  on  Health  Planning  and 
Development”  and  the  section  designated 
as  *T*unx)se”  should  be  changed  to  read 
as  follows: 

Purpose:  ’The  Council  will  advise,  con¬ 
sult  with,  and  make  recommendations 
to  the  Secretary  with  respect  to  (1)  the 
develoixnent  of  natiimal  guidelines  con¬ 
cerning  health  planning  policy.  (2)  the 
implementation  and  administration  of 
Title  XV,  National  Health  Planning  and 
DevelopmenL  and  Title  XVI,  Health  Re¬ 
sources  Development,  and  (3)  an  evalua¬ 
tion  of  the  Implications  of  new  medical 
technology  for  organizations,  delivery, 
and  equitable  distribution  of  health  care 
services. 

Dated:  October  16. 1975. 

James  A.  Walsh, 
Associate  Administrator  for  Op¬ 
erations  and  Management, 
Health  Resources  Administra¬ 
tion. 

(FB  Doc.75-28887  FUed  10-23-75:8:45  am] 


Health  Services  Administration 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
HEALTH  MANPOWER  SHORTAGE  AREAS 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  sectoin  10(a)  (2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463) ,  annoimcement  is  made 


of  the  following  National  Advisory  body 
scheduled  to  assemble  during  the  month 
of  November  1975: 

Name:  National  Advtamy  Connell  on  Health 
Manpower  Shortage  areas. 

Date  and  Time:  November  31,  1975,  9:00  ajn. 
Place:  Boom  7-33.  Parklawn  Building.  5800 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville.  Maryland  30863. 
Open  lor  entire  session. 

Purpose:  The  Council  is  charged  with 
establishing  guidelines  and  regulations  to 
improve  the  delivery  of  health  care  serv¬ 
ices;  ass^ning  Public  Health  Service  per¬ 
sonnel  to  areas  where  medical  manpower 
and  facilities  are  inadequate  to  me^  the 
health  needs  of  persons  living  in  such 
areas;  and  on  a  nationwide  basis  recom¬ 
mending  the  criteria  and  personnel  on 
which  selection  of  areas  are  based. 

Agenda:  Orientation  of  new  Council 
members  to  the  operation  of  the  National 
Health  Service  Corps.  A  discussion  of 
emerging  activities  in  rural  health,  the 
Implications  of  pending  legislation,  and 
an  explanation  of  provision  of  recent 
legislation. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  piffiUc  for 
observation  and  luuticlpation.  Anyone 
wishing  to  obtain  a  roster  or  other  rele¬ 
vant  information  should  contact  Howard 
Hilton,  Room  6-05,  Parklawn  Building, 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland 
20852.  Telephone  (301)  443-4437. 

Agenda  items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

Dated:  October  16. 1975. 

William  H.  Aspden,  Jr.. 
Acting  Associate  Administrator 
for  Management. 
(FB  Doo.75-28666  Filed  10-83-75;S:46  am) 


National  Institutes  of  Health 

NATIONAL  ARTHRITIS.  METABOLtSM,  AND 
DIGESTIVE  DISEASES  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Meetings 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  Is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Arthritis,  Metabolism,  and  Diges¬ 
tive  Diseases  Advlscuy  Council.  National 
Institute  of  Arthritis.  Metabolism,  and 
Digestive  Diseases  on  November  19-21, 
1975;  friMn  9  am.  to  5  p.m.  on  Novem¬ 
ber  19  in  Building  31.  Conference  Room 
4:  and  from  9  am.  to  5  pm.  on  Novem¬ 
ber  20^21  hi  Building  31,  Conference 
Room  10,  Bethesda.  Maryland.  This 
meeting  win  be  open  to  the  public  from 
9  am.  to  1  pm  on  November  19. 1975,  to 
discuss  administrative  reports.  AttoMi- 
ance  by  the  public  will  be  limited  to  space 
available.  In  addition,  a  meeting  of  the 
Digestive  Diseases  Committee  of  the 
above  Council  win  be  hrid  from  2  p.m.  to 
5  p.m.  on  November  19.  1975.  in  Building 
31.  Room  9A51.  Bethesda,  Maryland. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  sections  552(b)(4),  552(b)(5) 
and  552(b)(6),  Title  5,  UB.  Code  and 
section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463.  the  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  Council  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  on  November  19  from  2  p.m.  to  5 
pm.  and  on  November  20-21.  1975,  from 
9  am.  to  5  p.m.,  for  the  review,  discussion 
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NOTICES 


Office  of  the  Secretary  addition,  copies  of  the  notice  were  mailed 

POLL  OF  PHYSICIANS  ’N  PSRO  AREA  XII;  ^  o^anlzations  of  p^ticing  doctors  of 
FLORIDA  medicine  or  osteopathy,  including  the 

a  -A  an  Wpropriate  State  and  county  medical 

Announcement  of  Results  specialty  societies,  hospitals,  other 

On  May  14, 1975,  the  Secretary  of  the  health  care  facilities  in  the  area,  with  a 
Department  of  Health,  l^ucation,  and  request  that  each  such  society  or  facility 
Welfare  published  in  the  Fxdebal  Regis-  inform  those  doctors  in  its  membership 
TER  a  notice  in  which  he  announced  his  or  on  its  staff  who  are  engaged  in  active 
intention  to  enter  into  an  agreement  with  practice  in  PSRO  Area  xn  of  the 
the  Dade-Monroe  Professional  Standards  contents  of  the  notice. 

Review  Organization,  Inc.,  designating  The  notice  stated  that  a  baUot  was  to 
it  as  the  Professional  Standards  Review  he  mailed  to  each  such  doctor  on  which 
Organization  for  PSRO  Area  xtt  located  he  was  to  indicate  Vdiether  in  his  opinion 
in  the  State  of  Florida,  which  area  is  the  Dade-Monroe  Professional  Stand- 
designated  a  Professional  Standards  Re-  axds  Review  Organization.  Inc.,  was  or 
view  Organization  Area  in  42  CFR  101.12.  was  not  representative  of  the  doctors  of 
Such  notice  was  also  published  in  three  medicine  or  ostei^athy  engaged  in  active 
consecutive  issues  of  the  “Miami  Herald,**  practice  in  PSRO  Area  XU.  The  notice 
“Hcxnestead  South  Dade  News-Leader,’*  &lso  requested  that  any  licensed  doctor  of 
and  the  “Miami  Beach  Sun-Iteporter’*  on  medicine  or  osteopathy  engaged  in  active 
May  14,  15,  and  16,  1975.  In  addition,  practice  in  PSRO  Area  XU  who  had  not 
copies  of  the  notice  were  mailed  to  orga-  received  a  ballot  by  August  4, 1975,  might 
'»l7atio'^*»  of  practicing  doctors  of  medi-  request  in  writing  a  ballot  from  die  Sec- 
cine  or  osteopathy,  including  thA  appro-  retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wd- 
priata  State  and  county  medical  and  fore,  P.O.  Box  1588,  FIXl  Station,  New 
specialty  societies,  hospitals,  other  York,  New  York  10022.  According  to  the 
health  care  facilities  in  the  area,  with  a  notice,  only  those  ballots  postmarked  no 
request  that  each  such  society  or  facility  lAtcr  than  August  80, 1975,  and  returned 
inform  those  doctors  in  its  membership  bi  tiie  stamped  self-addressed  envdope 
or  on  its  staff  who  are  engaged  in  active  provided  to  each  individual  doctor  would 
practice  in  PSRO  Area  XU  of  the  con-  be  (^Idered  valid, 
tents  of  the  notice.  ^  ballot  and  envdope  together  with  a 

*rhe  notice  requested  that  any  licensed  letter  of  explanation  was  mailed  to  each 
doctor  of  medicine  or  osteopathy  engaged  individual  doctor  of  medicine  or  osteop- 
in  active  practice  in  PSRO  Area  XU  who  ®^by  whom  ^e  SMret^  deteimlned, 
objects  to  the  Secretary  entering  into  an  Pursuant  to  42^CFR  101.103,  to  be  en- 
agreement  with  the  Dade-Monroe  Pro-  ^  medicine 

fessional  Standards  Review  Organlza-  ^  ^ 

tion,  Inc.,  on  the  grounds  that  such  <ffga-  The  counting  of  the  ballots  took  place 

nizatlon  is  not  representative  of  doctors  ^  *  piweedJ^  open  to  the  ^blie  at  t^ 
in  PSRO  Area  XU,  mail  such  objection 
in  writing  to  the  Director.  Office  of  Pro- 

fessional  Standards  Review.  Department  ^****^'^^^^  ®*  j 

of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare.  P.O. 

Box  1688,  FDR  Station,  New  York.  New 

York  10022,  on  or  before  June  13,  1975.  determined,  pursi^t  to  42  CTO  161^07 
After  reviewing  the  final  tabulation  of  “®^®  ““ 
objections  from  doctors  of  medicine  or  ^ponding  to  the  poU  indicated  b3 

osteopathy  in  PSRO  Area  XU,  the  Secre-  ®^®®S^  S®  ^Pi®®^**® 

tary  hardetermlned,  pursuant  to  42  CFR  the  l^e-Monroe  Professlona 

10L105.  that  more  Sum  10  percentum  Standards  Ito^ew  Orgai^tion,  Inc. 

ofthedoctorsengagedlntheactiveprac- 

tice  of  medicine  or  osteopathy  in  PSRO 

Area  xtt  have  expressed  timely  objection  ^ 

tbe  Dade-Monroe  Professional  Stand 
to  entering  into  an  agreement  with  the  „ 

C.naiu««l  pSnSiU  R. 

Tberetore.  on  July  31,  ms.  In  Mcord-  OrganlMUon  for  mch  area, 

ance  with  42  CFR  101.106,  the  Secretary  This  count  will  be  final  except  that  th 

of  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  Secretary  will  conduct  a  recount  ft  t 
and  Wdfare  pvhUshed  in  the  Federal  least  five  doctors  in  the  area  so  requee 
Register  a  TOtice  a^ounclng  a  to  jjj  andting,  postmarked  on  or  before  NC 

wSSSSXS.iSirtto’SrSe'iractl.S 

in  PSRO  Area  wtt  to  determine  whether  cmiducted  in  a  public  proceeding  and  til 
the  Dade-Monroe  Professkmal  Standards  result  of  the  recount  win  be  final. 
Review  Organization,  Inc.,  is  representa-  Dated:  October  14, 1975^ 
tive  of  such  doctors  in  the  area. 

Such  notice  was  also  published  in  tiie  Robtot  ysw  Hoek, 

“Miami  Herald,**  “Homestead  South  ^  Aaminua^^, 

Dade  News-Leader,**  and  the  “Miami  Health  Servk:es  Administration. 

Beach  Sun-Reporter**  on  July  31. 1975.  In  Doo.76-a867i  nied  l0-a8-76;8:48  am; 


PRESIDENTS  CANCER  PANEL 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Presi- 
dei^’s  Cancer  Panel,  National  Cancer 
Institute,  December  2. 1975,  9:30  axn.  to 
adjournment.  National  Institutes  of 
Health.  Building  SI,  Conferoice  Room  9. 
This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pubUe 
from  9:30  am.  to  12  noon  for  a  report 
from  the  Director.  Nationtd  Cancer  In¬ 
stitute.  and  a  report  from  the  Chairman, 
President’s  Cancer  Panel.  Attendance  by 
the  public  will  be  limited  to  space  avail¬ 
able.  The  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  from  1:30  pm.  to  adjournment 
for  review  and  discussion  of  the  proposed 
fiscal  year  1977  budget  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  set  forth  in  section 
552(b)  (5)  of  Title  5  U.8.  Code  and  10(d) 
of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Dr.  Richard  A.  TJalma,  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary.  Building  31,  Room  11A46,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health.  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014  (301/496-5854)  will  pro¬ 
vide  substantive  program  information, 
transcripts  of  the  open  meeting  and 
roster  of  committee  members. 

Dated:  October  17, 1975. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Heaith. 

[KB  Doe.76-3e68B  nied  10-g3-75;8:46  am] 
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Office  of  ttie  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health 

PROTECTION  OF  HUMAN  SUBJECTS  OF 
BIOMEDICAL  AND  BEHAVIORAL  RE¬ 
SEARCH  NATIONAL  COMMISSION 

Meeting 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  tthat  the  Na¬ 
tional  Commission  for  the  Protection  of 
Human  Subjects  of  Bi(»nedical  and  Be¬ 
havioral  Research  will  meet  on  Novem¬ 
ber  IS,  1975  in  the  West  Ballro<»n  at 
Webb’s  Inn,  3050  Jackson  Road,  Ann 
Arbor.  Michigan  48103.  The  meeting  will 
convene  at  9  ajn.  and  will  be  open  to 
the  public,  subject  to  the  limitation  of 
available  space. 

On  Novonber  14, 1975,  the  Commission 
will  make  a  site  visit  to  the  State  Prison 
of  Southern  Michigan  in  Jackson.  Michi¬ 
gan.  The  Commission  will  not  hold  a 
meeting  durhig  the  site  visit,  which  will 
be  conducted  in  a  manner  to  avoid  inter¬ 
ference  with  prison  security.  Discussion 
of  the  site  visit  and  other  matters  identi¬ 
fied  in  the  legislative  mandate  to  the 
Commission  under  Pub.  L.  93-348  will 
be  included  in  the  agenda  for  the  public 
meeting  on  November  IS. 

Requests  for  information  should  be 
directed  to  Ms.  Anne  Ballard  (301)  496- 
7776,  Room  125,  Westwood  BuUding,  5333 
Westbard  Avenue,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20016. 

Dated:  October  16. 1975. 

Charles  U.  Lowe, 
Executive  Director,  NatiotuU 
Commission  for  the  Protect 
tion  of  Human  Subjects  of 
Biomedical  and  Behavioral 
Research. 

(Fit  Doc.T5-a8e62  FUed  10-23-75:8:45  am] 
Office  of  Education 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNaL  ON  EX¬ 
TENSION  AND  CONTINUINQ  EDUCA¬ 
TION 

Closed  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  Sec. 
10  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
Pub.  L.  92-463  and  Sec.  8.d.  of  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Circular  A-63 
that  a  closed  meeting  of  the  ^ecutive 
Committee  of  the  National  Advisory 
Council  on  Extoision  and  Continuing 
Education  will  be  held  on  November  &-6, 
1975',  in  the  Council’s  office,  425  13th  St., 
N.W.,  Suite  529,  Washington.  D.C. 

The  National  Advisory  Council  on  Ex¬ 
tension  and  Continuing  Education  is  au¬ 
thorized  under  Sec.  109(a)  of  the  Higher 
Education  Act,  imder  Public  Law  89-329, 
as  amended  (20  USC  1009) .  The  Council 
is  directed  to  advise  the  Commh^ner  of 
Education  in  the  preparation  of  gmseral 
regulations  and  with  respect  to  policy 
matters  suising  In  the  eulinlnlstratlon  of 
Title  I  of  the  Higher  Eklucation  Act,  and 
to  repmt  annually  to  the  President  and 
to  the  Secretary  of  Health.  Education 
and  Welfare  on  the  administration  *nd 
effectiveness  of  all  federally  supported 
extension  and  continuing  education  pro¬ 
grams,  including  community  serv^  pro¬ 
grams. 


This  meeting  of  the  Executive  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Council  will  not  be  opmt  to 
the  public.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting 
win  be  to  review  appUcations  for  the 
position  of  Executive  Director  to  the 
Coimcfi.  At  this  meeting  matters  wlU  be 
discussed  and  documents  wUl  be  pro¬ 
duced  (tor  example  recommendations 
and  references)  which  if  released  to  the 
public  would  amount  to  a  clearly  unwar¬ 
ranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy. 
Such  documents  need  not  be  released  to 
the  public  under  exemption  6  of  the  ex¬ 
emptions  from  mandatory  disclosure  un¬ 
der  the  Freedom  of  Iifformation  Act, 
Sec.  552(b)  (6)  of  Title  5  USC.  This  meet¬ 
ing  may.  therefore,  be  closed  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  under  Sec.  10(d)  of  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act.  Records  Coun¬ 
cil  proceedings  are  available  for  public 
Inspection  at  the  Council’s  office  located 
at  the  address  given  above. 

Llotd  H.  Davis, 
Executive  Director. 

October  21,  1975. 

[FltDoo.75-28T55  Ffled  10-23-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

(Docket  No.  EX74-2:  Notice  3] 

CARROZZERIA  ZAGATO 

Petition  for  Temporary  Exemption  From 

Motor  Vehitie  Sal^  Standards 

Carrozzeria  Zagato  cd  Milan,  Italy, 
through  Elcar  Corporation  of  Elkhart, 
Indiana,  has  applied  for  a  1-year  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  temporary  exonption  granted 
its  Elcar  passenger  car  from  certain 
safety  standards  on  grounds  that  exemp¬ 
tion  would  facilitate  the  devti(H>ment  and 
field  evaluation  of  a  low-emission  motor 
vehicle.  ’Hie  company  has  previously  ap¬ 
plied  for  (39  FR  25969)  and  received  (39 
FR  32774)  a  1-year  exemption  from 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standards  Nos.  103, 
114, 206,  and  208. 

Elcar  is  a  corporation  engaged  in  the 
Importation  and  marketing  of  an  elec¬ 
trically-powered  two-passenger  vehicle 
manufactured  Zagato.  The  vehicle, 
currently- sold  abroad  as  the  “Zele,"  is 
marketed  under  the  name  “Elcar”  in  the 
United  States.  Elcar  requests  an  exten¬ 
sion  for  one  year  only  and  does  not  in¬ 
tend  to  import  more  than  2,500  v^des 
dining  this  time. 

The  extension  that  it  requests  would 
allow  it  to  continue  to  manufacture  ve¬ 
hicles  without  defrosting/ddogglng 
systans  (Standard  No.  103),  key-lock 
warning  systems  (Standard  No.  114) ,  ani 
conforming  door  latches  and  hhiges 
(Standard  No.  206).  Tlie  year  provided 
by  the  exemption  would  allow  finther 
time  for  design  and  tooling  of  ponstand- 
ard  cmnponents  necessary  for  lightweight 
electric  vehicles.  The  Elcar  cannot  com¬ 
ply  currently  vrlth  Standard  No.  103  as 
presently  available  electric  defrosting 
systems  are  unsuitable,  and  SAE  test 
procedures  incorporated  in  Standard 


No.  103  require  idling,  a  idiysical  Impos¬ 
sibility  for  electric  vehicles.  Concerning 
Standard  No.  114,  the  design  of  Its  “key 
insertion  area  is  not  compatible  to  facili¬ 
tate  additional  electilc  circuits  capable  cd 
accommodating  an  alarm  system  at  this 
time.”  Its  problems  with  Standard  No. 
206  stem  from  the  fact  that  the  hinge 
load  requirements  specified  are  in  its 
opinion  more  appnH;)riate  for  heavier 
weight  vehicles. 

The  company’s  arguments  that  aac- 
year  exemptions  will  not  unreasonably 
degrade  the  safety  of  the  v^cle  may' 
be  summarized  as  follows:  StandaiU  No. 
103:  ’The  sliding  windows  in  the  doors 
will  alleviate  fogging  conditions  and  El¬ 
car  anticipates  major  market  areas  for 
the  cars  in  the  Southern.  Western,  and 
Southwestern  states  “that  do  not  require 
defrosting  and  heater  systans.”  Stand¬ 
ard  No.  114:  Tlie  steering  wheH  lock  re¬ 
quirement  of  the  standard  is  met,  and  “it 
is  practically  impossiUe  to  diort  circuit 
the  entirdy-olos^  mcasements  contain¬ 
ing  the  circulatory  system  for  starting.” 
Standard  No.  2'>6:  The  vehicle  has  such  a 
low  top  speed  (25  mph  for  one  model.  35 
mph  for  another)  that  it  is  lees  llkdy  that 
impacts  will  occur  sudi  as  could  throw 
occupants  from  the  vehlcler  Further,  the 
hinges  have  sted  reinforcemMits  embed¬ 
ded  in  the  fiberglass  body  structure. 

*  This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  for 
temporary  exemption  Is  published  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  NHTBA  regulations 
on  this  subject  (49  CFR  555.7) .  and  does 
not  represent  any  agency  decision  or 
other  exercise  of  Judgment  concerning 
the  merits  of  the  potion. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  petition  of  Carroz¬ 
zeria  Zagato,  described  above.  Comments 
should  refer  to  the  docket  number  and  be 
submitted  to:  Docket  Section,  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration, 
Room  5108,  400  Seven^  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It  la  requested 
but  not  required  that  10  copies  be  sub¬ 
mitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  bdow  will  be  considered,  mie 
application  and  supporting  matMlals  and 
all  comments  received,  are  available  for 
examination  in  the  docket  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date.  Comments  re¬ 
ceived  after  the  closing  date  will  also  be 
filed  and  will  be  considered  to  the  extent 
possible.  Notice  of  action  on  the  peti¬ 
tion  will  be  publldied  in  the  Federal 
Register  pursuant  to  the  authority  indi¬ 
cated  below. 

Comment  closing  date:  November  24, 
1975. 

(See.  3,  Pub.  L.  92-548, 88  Stot.  1169  (16  UJ9.0. 
1410),  dalegations  of  Authority  at  49  CFR 
1.51  and  49  OFB  501 J). 

Issued  on  October  17,  1975. 

Andrew  O.  Dbtricx. 

Acting  Associate  Administrator, 

Motor  Vdticle  Programs. 
(FR  000.75-28739  Filed  10-18-76:8:40  saM 
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NOTICES 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Order  76-1 0-a7;  Docket  20494;  Agreement 
C^JS.  26436.  R-l  througSi  S-O;  26430;  28461, 
R-1  and  Br-2;  26462,  R-1  throtigh  R-3] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreements  Relating  to  Passenger  Fares; 

Oi^r 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  Oc¬ 
tober  21. 1975. 

Agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Ecmiomlc 
Regulations  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers 
embodied  in  the  resolutkms  (tf  Traffic 
Ccmference  2  (tf  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (lATA) .  The 
agreements  were  adopted  at  the  61st 
Meeting  of  Traffic  Conference  2  held  in 
Geneva  during  September  1975. 

The  agreements  propoM  general  in¬ 
creases  in  pasBoiger  fares  between  South 


Accordingly,  H  is  ordered,  That: 

1.  Those  portions  of  Agreements  C  A3. 
25435,  C.A3.  25436.  CA3.  25451  and 
CA3.  25452  described  in  finding  para¬ 
graph  1  above,  which  have  indirect  ap¬ 
plication  in  air  transportation  as  defined 
by  the  Act,  be  and  hereby  are  approved; 
and 

2.  Jurisdiction  be  and  herder  is  dis¬ 
claimed  with  respect  to  that  portimi  of 
Agreements  CA3.  25435  and  CA3. 
25452  described  in  finding  paragraph  2 
above. 

Persons  entitled  to  petitton  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  Regulations.  14  CTPR  385.50,  may 
file  such  petiticms  within  ten  days  after 
the  date  of  service  of  thta  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effeetive  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  - the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above  pe¬ 
riod,  unless  within  such  period  a  petition 


Africa  and  South  West  Africa,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  Israel,  on  the  other  hand, 
and  between  points  in  the  Middle  East 
and  points  in  Africa;  and  would  amend 
other  fares;  conditions  of  travel  and  cur¬ 
rency-related  surcharges  for  transporta¬ 
tion  within  Traffic  Conference  2  (Europe/ 
Africa/Middle  East).  We  will  approve 
those  portions  of  the  agreements  govern¬ 
ing  fares  which  are  combinable  with 
fares  to/from  United  States  points  and 
thus  have  indirect  application  in  air 
transportation  as  defined  by  the  Act,  but 
will  disclaim  jurisdiction  with  respect  to 
fsures  which  are  not  similarly  combina¬ 
ble. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  Regulations 
14  CFR  385.14: 

1.  It  is  not  foimd  that  the  following 
resolutions,  incorporated  in  agreements 
indicated,  and  which  have  indirect  ap¬ 
plication  in  air  transportation  as  defined 
by  the  Act,  are  adverse  to  the  public 
inta*est  or  in  vl(dation  of  the  Act: 


for  review  thereof  Is  filed  of  the  Board 
gives  notice  that  it  win  review  this  order 
on  its  own  motioa. 

This  order  wfll  be  pirisUshed  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Eowm  Z.  Hollahd, 

Secretary. 

(VR  000.76-38668  Piled  10-28-76:8:46  eml 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BUND  AND  OTHER  SE¬ 
VERELY  HANDICAPPED 

PROCUREMENT  USt  1975 
Additions  to  ProcuiwniMit  Ltot 

Notice  of  proposed  additions  to  Pro¬ 
curement  List  1975,  November  12,  1974 
(39  FR  39964)  were  published  in  ttie 
Federal  Register  on  July  25, 1975  (40  FR 


31255)  and  August  8, 1975  (40  FR  33484) . 

Pursuant  to  the  above  notices  the  fol¬ 
lowing  cmiunodities  are  added  to  the  Pro¬ 
curement  list: 


Class  esOS  Price 

Thimeroeal  Tincture,  NP 

(8H)  6605-00-664-6911  __  90. 74  pg.  of  10. 
Iodine  Ampoules,  NF  (6H) 

6606-00-664—1408  _  0. 78  pg.  of  10. 

Class  7220 
Idat,  Floor  (SH) 

7220-00-205-3192  _  2.  67  each. 

7220—00—206—3182  6. 72  each. 


By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 
[FR  Doc.76-28672  FUed  10-23-76:8:46  am] 


PRCXIUREMENT  UST  1975 
Notice  of  Proposed  Additions 

Notice  is  herdiy  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  2(a)  (2)  of  Pub.  L.  92-28;  85  Stat.  79, 
of  the  proposed  addition  of  the  following 
eonunodlties  to  Procurement  lia^  1975, 
November  12, 1974  (39  FR  39964) . 

Class  399$ 

Skids,  Pallets,  and  Ciape,  Wood 
3990-00-366-6810 
8990-00-366-6814 
3090-00-366-6815 
3990-00-366-6816 
390(M)0-S66-6817 
8900-00-366-6819  . 
3000-00-866-6820 
3990-00-366-6821 
3990-00-366-6824 

Class  6532 

Gap,  C^>eratlng,  Surgical 
6532-00-260-5041 
6632-00-083-6546 

Comments  and  views  regarding  these 
proposed  additions  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  not  later  than  30  da^  after 
the  date  of  this  Federal  Register.  Com¬ 
munications  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Executive  Director,  Committee  for  Pur¬ 
chase  from  the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped.  3009  Fourteenth  Street 
North,  Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia 
22201. 

This  notice  is  automatically  cancelled 
six  months  from  the  date  of  this  Federal 
Rbgisteil 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 

[FB  Doc.76-28678  Filed  16-23-76:8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  QUAUTY 
COUNCIL 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
Availabni^ 

EnvlnHimental  impact  statements  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Coimcll  on  Enviitxmiental 
Quality  from  October  13  through  October 
17,  1975.  TThe  date  of  receipt  for  eath 
statementls  noted  to  the  statement  sum¬ 
mary.  Under  Council  Oulddines  the 
minimum  period  for  public  review  and 
commeiit  cm  draft  environmental  impact 
statements  in  forty-five  (45)  days  from 


AgTMBMnt 

GAB 

lATA 

Ne^ 

TMe 

AppHoatfon 

SBM: 

B-l . 

Q23d 

TC2  (Eaeept  WItUn  Xneopa)  Bpeetal  Ridu  ior  Sake  af  PMaeager  Air 
TMUMportadoB  (AsMBdlni;)  (Expedited). 

TC2  (WHMb  Enn^)  SpeMu  Rides  Jor  SalM  of  PaseeaMf  Air  T^ansporta- 
ttoa  (Asaeadtag)  ^xpedltedX 

Cteneral  Inoreaaa  In  Paasanxar  Faree  (New) _ _ 

R-2  . 

KOqg 

2M38 _ 

OOScl 

2 

2M51: 

R-1..- 

068* 

•63* 

008b> 

TC2  First  ClasB  Faraa  (Amending)  (Expedited) 

2 

25482: 

R-1 _ 

TC2  Economy  Class  Fame  (Amendlns)  (Einedlted) _ _ 

2 

R-2 . 

032dd 

TC2  (Exeapt  Within  Eiwoim)  Spedal  Riilm  for  telee  of  Passenw  A& 
Transportation  (Amending)  (ExpedHod). 

>  Middle  East-AMca. 
iWlUtlD  Enrope. 

2.  It  is  not  found  that  the  followtog  resolutions.  Incorporated  in  agreements 
indicated,  affect  air  traiuqiortation  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act:  v 

Agraemeot 

CAB 

lATA 

No. 

TlUe 

AppUeadon 

26435: 

R-» . 

R-4. _ 

R-L _ 

R-4 _ 

.  075n 
.  OBld 

.  041k 

TC2  Creative  Fares  Board  fEarom)  (Amending')  (Expedltedl 

TC2  Oroap  Faica— Benelux/Eiirope  (Amending)  (ExpedttMl) 

TC2  FusUy  Fane  Unlf^  Kingoom-Ireland  (Revalidating  and  Amend- 
^)  (Expeditad). 

TC2 SpooM  Fkie^Enrone  (Amending')  (Expedited')... 

3 

8 

2 

g 

25452: 

R-« . 

.  072g 

TC:2  (^eatlve  Fares  Board— Eurorn  (Amending)  (Expedited) 

3 
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this  Federal  Register  notice  of  avafl- 
abiUty.  (December  8.  1975)  The  thirty 
(30)  day  period  for  each  final  statement 
begins  on  the  day  the  statemmt  is  made 
available  to  the  Coimcil  and  to  comment¬ 
ing  parties. 

Copies  of  individual  statements  are 
available  for  review  from  the  originating 
agoacy.  Back  copies  will  also  be  avail¬ 
able  at  cost  from  the  Environmental  Law 
Institute.  1346  Connecticut  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Dkpastmxnt  or  Agricultobe 

Contact:  Dr.  Fowden  Q.  Maxwell,  Ck>- 
ordlnator  of  Envlnnimental  Quality  Activ¬ 
ities,  OlBce  of  the  Secretary,  UJ3.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Boom  359-A.  Washington,  D.C. 
20260,  202-447-3966. 

rOBEST  SKBVICX 

Braft 

Council  Unit,  Payette  National  Forest, 
Adams  and  Washington  Counties,  Idaho, 
October  14:  The  statement  concerns  the  land 
use  plan  for  the  138,862  acre  Council 
Planning  Unit  of  the  Payette  National  For¬ 
est.  The  plan  sets  forth  management  objec¬ 
tives  and  priorities,  and  allocates  land  to 
resource  uses  and  activities.  Adverse  effects 
wlU  be  from  temporary  stream  slltatlon  due 
to  resource  utilization,  short  periods  of  air 
poUutlon  caused  by  planned  burning,  and 
minor  Intnulons  Into  an  Inventoried  road¬ 
less  area.  (KLR  Order  No.  61518.) 

Upper  Lewis  B.  Unit,  Olfford-Plnchot  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  Skamania  County,  Wash., 
October  14:  The  statement  concerns  the  land 
use  plan  for  the  Uorer  Lewis  Blver  Planning 
Unit  of  the  Olfford-Plnchot  National  Forest. 
The  plan  allots  2,840  acres  within  the  unit 
for  classification  as  a  Scenic  Area,  2,460  acres 
to  wilderness  study,  1,150  acres  near  the  north 
boundary  as  unroaded  area,  4,500  acres  for 
wildlife  habitat,  100  acres  for  recreation  de¬ 
velopments,  and  72,676  acres  (m  which  the 
main  activity  wlU  be  timber  harvests.  Physi¬ 
cal  and  blologlcAl  impacts  will  be  caused  by 
additional  people  on  the  area,  and  logging 
will  disturb  the  biological  systems.  (ELB 
Order  No.  61517.) 

Final 

Cascade  Planning  Unit,  Boise  National 
FcMest,  Valley  County,  Idaho.  October  17: 
The  statement  concerns  the  land  rise  plan 
for  the  186,466-acre  Cascade  Planning  Unit 
of  the  Boise  National  Forest.  The  plan  sets 
form  the  allocation  of  land  to  various  re¬ 
source  uses  and  activities,  establishes  objec¬ 
tives,  documents  management  direction,  de¬ 
cisions,  and  necessary  coordination  between 
resource  uses.  Impacts  relative  to  all  possible 
uses  or  non-use  within  the  unit  Include 
effects  on  vegetation  soils,  esthetic  values, 
wildlife,  water,  and  recreational  values.  C<»n- 
ments  made  by:  DOI,  EPA,  DOT.  USDA,  AHP, 
and  State  and  local  organizations  and  indi¬ 
viduals.  (ELB  Chder  No.  51537.) 

BUBAL  ELECTBIFICATION  ADMINISTBATION 

Final 

Tombigbee  Ui^ts  2  and  3,  in  several  coun¬ 
ties  In  Ala.,  October  17:  TTiC  statement  refers 
to  the  request  for  insured  and  guaranteed 
loan  funds  from  BEA  for  8265,653.006  to  con¬ 
struct  Alabama  Electric  Cooperative’s  addi¬ 
tion  of  two  833MW  (gross  output)  ooalfired 
steam  generator  units  and  approximately  157 
miles  of  230  kV  transmission  lines  and  ac¬ 
quire  related  coal  leases.  Adverse  Impacts  in¬ 
clude  soU  erosion  and  visual  Intrusion  from 
the  transmission  facilities  and  effects  asso¬ 
ciated  with  burning  ooal.  Comments  made 
by:  EPA.  USDA.  OOE,  DOT,  FEA,  DOI.  and 
State  agencies.  (ELB  Order  No.  51533.) 


son,  CONSEBVATIOM  SOtVlOC 

Draft 

.  Oreat  Creek  Watershed  Project,  Brunswick 
and  Lunenburg'  Oountias,  Va..  October  14: 
Proposed  Is  a  project  for  watershed  protec¬ 
tion.  flood  prevention,  and  munldpal  and 
Industrial  water  storage  In  Brunswick  and 
Limenburg  Counties.  Virginia.  A  57-foot  high 
MUth  fill  dam  will  be  built  to  store  water, 
trap  sediment,  and  reduce  flooding  down¬ 
stream.  The  project  will  Inundate  212  acres 
and  restrict  land  use  oh  430  acres  of  forest 
land,  cropland,  and  pastureland.  Approxi¬ 
mately  4.8  miles  of  perexmlai  stream  and  2.1 
miles  of  Intermittent  stream  will  be  Inun¬ 
dated.  (ELB  Order  No.  61620.) 

Final 

Little  Black  Watersheds,  several  counties 
in  Mo.  and  Ark.,  October  16:  The  statement 
concerns  two  interrelated  projects  for  water¬ 
shed  protection,  flood  prevention,  drain¬ 
age  on  agricultural  land,  and  recreation 
for  404254  acres  In  Butler.  Carter,  and 
Blpley  Counties,  Missouri,  and  Clay  County, 
Arkansas.  Construction  of  the  24  floodwatw 
retarding  structures  and  the  multiple-pur¬ 
pose  reservoir  will  remove  1,192  acres  at  for¬ 
est  land.  334  acres  of  cropland,  and  52  acres 
of  pastiureland.  Proposed  channel  modifica¬ 
tion  will  result  In  the  loss  of  206  acres  of 
cropland  and  570  acres  of  fMest  land  and 
the  gain  of  718  acres  of  pastureland.  (125 
pages) .  Comments  made  by:  COE,  HEW.  DOI. 
DOT,  EPA,  ARP,  and  State  and  local  agencies. 
(ELB  Order  No.  51624.) 

Zunl  Pueblo  Watershed  Project,  McKinley 
County,  N.  Mex..  October  14:  The  statement 
concerns  a  project  for  watershed  protection 
and  flood  prevention  for  11,700  acres  of  the 
Zunl  Pueblo  Watershed.  About  652  acres  of 
land  would  be  needed  for  construction  of 
60’  X  7,000'  earth  dam,  spillway,  an  emer¬ 
gency  spillway,  and  operation  of  the  system. 
Eleven  archeological  sites  would  be  commit¬ 
ted  to  mitigation  salvage  and  excavation. 
Comments  made  by:  OOE,  DOI,  DOT.  EPA, 
AHP,  and  State  agencies.  (ELB  Order  Na 
61521.) 

Department  of  Defense 

ABlCr  CORPS 

Contact:  Dr.  C.  Grant  Ash,  Office  of  En¬ 
vironment  Policy  Development,  Attn: 
DAEN-CWB-P,  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  UB.  Aiiny  Corps  of  Engineers,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20314,  202-693-6795. 

Draft 

Arkansas  B.,  North  Little  Bock,  Pulaski 
County,  Ark.,  October  14:  The  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  project  for  flood  protection  for  the 
downtown  area  of  North  Little  Bock.  Arkan¬ 
sas.  The  selected  plan  consists  of  ^>proxl- 
mately  3fl  miles  of  excavated  cflxannel,  9,000 
feet  of  renovated  existing  channels,  and  9,- 
800  feet  of  new  ohannM.  The  project,  with  a 
fence  erected  on  both  sides  of  the  channel, 
will  require  about  70  acres  of  right-of-way. 
Adverse  impacts  of  the  project  Include  the 
loss  of  1,815  acres  of  pw  quality  vrlldllfe 
habitat,  a  decline  In  aesthetics,  rrtocatlon  of 
businesses,  and  the  possible  spread  of  Hlsto- 
plasma  spores  as  secondary  develCHixment 
occiurs.  (Little  Bock  District.)  (ELB  Order 
No.  51514.) 

Big  South  Fork  National  Blver,  Ky..  Tenn., 
October  14:  Proposed  Is  the  establishment, 
administration,  and  maintenance  of  the  Big 
South  Fork  National  Blver  and  Becreation 
Area,  Tennessee  and  Kentucky,  as  authorized 
by  PX.  93-251.  The  project  will  dlqxlace  266 
persons  and  families  from  18  active  ceme¬ 
teries,  and  will  require  the  acquisition  at  61 
farms,  loss  of  significant  timbw  harvest,  loss 


of  oocU.  gas,  and  oil  production,  revenue  los¬ 
ses,  and  disturbance  ot  the  area  diM  to  In¬ 
creased  tourist  use.  (Nashville  District.) 
(ELB  Order  No.  51522.) 

Final 

Sacramento  Blver,  Blajor  and  Minor  Tribu¬ 
taries,  Several  Ooxmtles  In  Oallf.,  October  14: 
The  project  Involves  the  protection  of  ex¬ 
tensive  areas  In  the  Sacramento  Blver  Basin 
flood  plains  from  widespread  damages  and 
loss  of  life  due  to  flooding.  Loss  at  wildlife 
and  associated  natural  riparian  values  alcmg 
the  streams  cannot  be  avoided  at  some  sites. 
(Sacramento  Blver.)  Comments  made  by: 
EPA,  DOI,  HEW,  USDA,  DOT.  and  State  and 
local  ag^otes.  (ELB  Order  No.  51516.) 

Maintenance  Dredging.  Mloh.,  Several 
Counties  In  Mich.,  October  16:  Proposed  Is 
the  maintenance  dredging  of  14  unpcflluted 
harbors:  Charlevoix,  Frankfurt,  Grand 
Haven,  Holland,  Leland,  Little  Lake,  Ludlpg- 
ton,  Manistee,  Muskegon,  Pentwater,  St.  Jo¬ 
seph,  Saugatuck,  South  Haven,  and  White 
Lake.  The  Impact  will  be  limited  to  tempo¬ 
rary  construction  disruption.  Comments 
made  by:  HEW,  DOT,  FPO,  USDA.  HUD. 
DOL  DOC.  EPA,  AHP,  and  State  agencies. 
(ELB  Order  No.  51528.) 

Sheboygan  Harbor  Maintenance  Dredging. 
Sheboygan  County,  Wls.,  October  16:  Pro¬ 
posed  Is  the  maintenance  dredging  of  the 
Sheboygan  Harbor  to  maintain  project 
depths.  Also  Included  In  the  project  Is  the 
construction  of  a  diked  disposal  confinement 
area  In  Lake  Michigan  for  diq;>oaal  of  the 
dredged  materials  over  the  next  ten  year  pe¬ 
riod.  Adverse  Impacts  Include  the  disturb¬ 
ance  of  bottom  dwelling  organisms,  the  re- 
suspenMon  of  toxic  materials,  the  conversion 
of  14.8  acres  of  aquatic  environment  to  a 
terrestrial  environment,  and  creation  of  po¬ 
tential  health  and  safety  hazards.  (Chicago 
District.)  Comments  made  by.  (ELB  Order 
No.  51527.) 

General  Services  Administratxoh  ' 

Contact:  MT.  Andrew  E.  Kauders,  Execu¬ 
tive  Director  of  nivlronmental  Affairs,  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration,  18th  and  F 
Streets,  NW..  Washington.  DO.  20405,  202- 
343-4161. 

Draft 

Government  Printing  Office  Belocatlon, 
District  of  Columbia,  October  17:  The  action 
consists  at  the  cimstruoUon  of  a  new  print¬ 
ing  plant,  documents  warehouse  and  distri¬ 
bution  facility,  and  administrative  center 
for  the  Government  Printing  Office  (GPO). 
The  new  33  acre  site  Is  located  at  Brentwood 
Road  and  T  Street  In  Northeast  Washington. 
D.C.  The  new  plant  would  provide  for  the 
consolidation  of  GPO  functions  now  operat¬ 
ing  separately  around  the  Metropolitan  area. 
Impacts  of  the  project  Include  the  Increase 
In  traffic  In  the  area  which  Is  already  operat¬ 
ing  at  over  peak  volume  capacity,  and  the 
vacating  of  the  existing  GPO  otOoe  buildings. 
(ELB  Order  No.  51538.) 

Metallurgy  Besearch  Center,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Salt  Lake  County,  Utah,  October  14: 
Hie  proposed  action  Is  the  construction  of 
a  new  Metallurgy  Research  Center  for  the 
Bureau  of  Mines,  Department  of  Interior. 
The  Center  will  replace  the  current  building 
In  Salt  Lake  dty  and  will  provide  for  over 
125  employees.  The  project  will  require  the 
commitment  of  84  acres  of  land  and  will 
have  an  Impact  upon  the  cultural  and  his¬ 
toric  resources  of  the  area.  (ELB  Ordw  No. 
51512.) 

Final 

Removal  of  Hill  733,  Marine  Corps  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  El  Toro,  Orange  County,  Oallf.,  Oc¬ 
tober  16:  Proposed  la  the  disposal  of  8A 
million  cu.  yds.  of  fill  earth  from  Hill  782  of 
UJ3.  Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  Toro  (Santa 
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Ana).  California.  At  present  the  upper  por¬ 
tion  of  Hill  733  penetrates  the  api»TMM:h  and 
assent  flight  patterns  frtnn  the  east-ivwt 
runways  at  the  Air  Station.  Itie  operation 
may  take  from  8.6  to  17  years  depending 
upon  the  rate  of  removal.  Slight  temporary 
increases  of  air  and  noise  pollution  near  the 
site  will  result.  Comments  made  by;  DOS, 
HEW,  EPA.  AHP,  IX>T.  USDA,  COE. 

Depasticxnt  or  HDD 

Contact:  Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun,  Directm, 
Office  of  Environmental  Qusdlty,  Boom  7368. 
451  7th  Sl^^t,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20410, 
202-755-8308. 

Final 

Wilton  Development  New  Castle  County, 
New  Castle  County,  Del..  October  14:  Wilton 
involves  the  residmitlal  development  of  a 
370  acre  tract  of  land  over  im  i^proxiinately 
ten  year  period.  Development  will  Include 
construction  of  8,000  dwelling  units  and 
conummlty  centers.  Land  le  being  reserved 
for  development  of  public  open  space  and 
school  areas.  Flans  also  can  for  development 
of  a  commercial  area  fronting  on  Route  40. 
Adverse  impacts  of  the  plan  include:  con¬ 
version  of  agricultural  land  to  urban  use, 
some  Increase  in  air  pollution  and  commu¬ 
nity  noise  levels,  and  some  traffic  congestion. 
Comments  made  by:  EPA,  DQI,  DOT,  HEW, 
and  State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order 
No.  61519.) 

Section  104(h). 

The  following  are  Community  Develop¬ 
ment  Block  Grant  statements  prepared  and 
circulated  directly  by  i^plleants  pursuant  to 
section  104(h)  of  the  1974  Housing  and 
Community  Development  Act.  Copies  may  be 
obtained  from  the  office  of  the  appn^rlate 
loctU  chief  ezecuUve.  (Copies  are  not  avail¬ 
able  from  HUD) . 

Draft 

Boston  Demolition  nan.  Mass.,  October  15 : 
The  action,  under  the  Community  Develop¬ 
ment  Block  Grant  Program  Is  to  denudlsh 
900  buildings  over  two  years.  The  purpose  of 
the  program  is  to  remove  fire  and  health 
hazards  from  seven  areas  of  Boston:  Rox- 
bury,  Dorchester,  Jamalea  Plain,  South  Bos¬ 
ton,  Franklin  Field,  Upham’s  Comer,  and 
Matti4>an.  Adverse  Imimta  of  the  project 
Include  traffle  congestion  at  demolition  sites, 
an  increase  in  large-particle  dust  at  demoli¬ 
tion  sites  and  an  Increase  in  ambient  noise 
levels.  (ELR  Order  No.  61525.) 

Water  Line  Extension,  Mar^all  County 
Marshall  County,  Tenn.,  October  16:  The 
project  is  the  construction  of  a  9.8  mile  long 
water  line  extension  in  Marshall  County, 
Tennessee.  The  service  area  encompasses 
approximately  8,946  acres  and  260  people. 
Construction  of  the  line  will  require  the 
disruption  of  Sprlngplace  Road  (FAB.  4829) 
In  four  places  and  the  crossing  of  existing 
fence  rows  and  private  driveways.  (ELR 
Order  No.  51526.) 

Pepabticent  of  the  Inteuob 

Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director, 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Room  7260, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240,  202-343-3891. 

Final 

W(*f  Creek  National  Fish  Hatchery,  Rus¬ 
sell  County.  Ky.,  October  17:  Proposed  is 
the  construction  and  operation  of  a  national 
fish  hatchery  below  Wolf  Creek  Dam,  for  the 
propagation  of  rainbow  trout.  Adverse  im¬ 
pact  will  include  the  discharge  of  hatchery 
waste  water  to  the  Cumberland  River,  wi^ 
resultant  organic  enrichment  of  river  water. 
(87  pages.)  Comments  made  by:  COE,  SPA, 
HEW,  DOI,  and  State  agency.  (ELR  Order 
Mo.  81586.) 


WATXOlf  AI.  PABK  SEBVICE 

Final 

White  Sands  National  Monument,  Otero 
County.  M.  Mex..  October  17:  The  state¬ 
ment  oonoems  the  master  plan  for  the  White 
Sands  National  Monument  for  the  next  five 
years,  which  is  based  on  general  and  specific 
mandates  of  Congress  and  NPS  policies.  A 
co-use  permit  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  has  allowed  missile  Impact  and  recov¬ 
ery  In  the  western  portion  of  the  monument, 
thus  precluding  a  wilderness  designation. 
Oonstructlon  of  roads  and  visitor  facilities 
in  the  outlying  area  will  change  the  area 
from  its  present  natmral  state.  Comments 
made  by:  DOI,  DOD,  EPA.  (ELR  Order  No. 
51535.) 

Department  op  Labor 

Draft 

Coke  Oven  Emissions,  October  17;  The  Oc¬ 
cupation^  Safety  and  Health  Administration 
prapoeaa  to  regulate  employee  exposure  to 
respirable  particulate  above  a  limit  of  0.3 
mg/m*.  The  proposal  also  provides  for  pro¬ 
tective  equipment  and  clothing,  training, 
medlccd  surveillance,  and  recordkeeping.  The 
statement  indicates  no  significant  impacts 
on  the  environment  external  to  the  work¬ 
place,  but  lack  of  hard  data  prevents  OSHA 
from  quantifying  the  full  extent  of  any  type 
of  envlronmentcd  impact.  (ELR  Order  No. 
51539.) 

National  Science  Foundation 

Contact:  Dr.  Thomas  O.  Jones,  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  ta  the  Director,  National  and  Inter¬ 
national  Programs,  Room  703,  Washington, 
D.C.  20560,  202-632-4180. 

Final 

International  Phase  of  Ocean  Drilling,  Oc¬ 
tober  16:  Proposed  is  the  support  of  the 
International  Phase  of  Ocean  Drilling  of  the 
Deep  Sea  Drilling  Project,  scheduled  to  begin 
late  fall  of  1075  as  part  of  the  National 
Science  Foundation’s  Ocean  Sediment  Cor¬ 
ing  Program.  The  exploratory  drilling  would 
be  performed  in  relatively  few  sites  but  to 
substantially  greater  depths  than  before. 
Areas  with  known  reservoirs  of  hydrocarbons 
will  be  avoided.  The  possible  release  of  major 
fluxes  of  natural  fluids  is  the  only  event 
which  could  have  a  profund  negative  en- 
vlitHimental  inq;>act.  Co.nunents  made  by: 
EPA,  USA,  DOL  (ELR  Order  Mo.  51531.) 

Dbpabtment  (W  Transportation 

Contaet:  Mr.  Martin  Convlsser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  400  7th 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590,  202- 
426-4357. 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

Clark  Co.  Airport,  Jeffersonville,  Ind.,  Clark 
County,  Ind.,  October  16:  The  statement 
concerns  the  acquisition  of  619  acres  of  land 
and  a  new  airport  tat  Clark  County.  The 
project  will  Include  the  constructtim  a 
runway,  entrance  road  and  vehicle  parking, 
administration  buildlngj_  airplmie  hangcars 
and  tqirons,  navigation  and  landing  aids,  and 
Bite  improvements.  ITie  statement  Includes 
a  description  of  construction  in  four  phases, 
the  last  of  which  will  end  in  1998.  Adverse 
impacts  at  the  project  Include  the  loss  of 
600  acres  to  other  uses.  Increased  noise  pol¬ 
lution,  relocation  of  6  households  and  in¬ 
creased  air  pollution.  (ELR  Order  Na 
51630.) 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

i^ipalachian  Highway  In  North  Ga.,  Sev- 
eral  Counties  in  Ga.^  October  14:  The  state¬ 


ment  provides  five  alternative  routes  tat  the 
construction  of  SR  400,  the  ./^palachlan 
Highway,  from  the  Forsyth/Dawson  County 
line  to  the  North  Carolina  State  line.  Dis¬ 
tances  range  fitMn  68.7  mfles  to  73ff  miles 
long.  All  alternatives  propose  the  oonstruc¬ 
tlon  of  a  4-lane  divided  facility,  and  all  wUl 
require  blasting,  relocation  of  families  and 
businesses,  and  the  crossing  of  streams  and 
rivers  within  the  corridor.  (ELR  Order  No. 
61623.) 

Final 

Northwest  Ooimty  Highway,  Shelby 
County,  Term.,  October  14:  The  prc^osed 
project  invcflves  the  construction  of  North¬ 
west  County  Highway  between  Millington 
and  Arlington  in  north  Shelby  County,  Ten¬ 
nessee.  The  project  length  is  approximately 
18  miles.  Adverse  impacts  include  the  dis¬ 
placement  of  residences  and  businesses,  loss 
of  farmland  and  wildlife  habitat.  Increased 
air  and  noise  pollution,  and  temporary  soil 
erosion  and  tiltation  during  construction. 
Comments  made  by:  DOI,  DOC,  EPA,  HUD, 
USDA,  TVA,  COE,  HEW,  and  State  and  local 
agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  61515.) 

1-295,  lUchmond,  Chesterfield,  Hanover, 
and  Henrico  Va.,  October  17:  Proposed 
is  the  construction  of  a  37.4  mile  seg¬ 
ment  of  the  circumferentisd  route  around 
Richmond,  Virginia.  Route  296  has  its  south¬ 
ern  terminus  near  Proctors  Creek  on  Route 
1/301,  south  of  Richmond,  and  extends  to 
the  east  and  north  of  Richmond  to  termi¬ 
nate  at  an  Interchange  with  proposed  Route 
288  and  1-64.  The  project  will  require  the 
displacement  at  14  businesses  and  96  families 
and  will  cross  the  Hc^e  Brady  Road,  a  part 
of  the  Richmond  National  Battlefield  Tour 
Route  and  the  site  of  Union  communica¬ 
tions  trenches.  A  4(f)  statement  Is  included. 
Comments  made  by:  (ELR  Order  No.  61534.) 

State  Trunk  Highway  21,  Juneau  County, 
Juneau  County,  Wis.,  October  16:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  proposed  reconstruction 
and  resurfacing  of  State  Trunk  Highway  21 
in  Juneau  County.  The  project  begins  at  the 
Juneau-Monroe  County  line  and  extends 
easterly  16.11  mflee  through  the  village  at 
Necedah  to  the  Wleccmsln  River.  The  west- 
«ly  9.56  miles  involve  reoimetructlon  of  the 
existing  roadway  and  the  easterly  5fi6  miles 
involve  resurfacing.  TTie  project  win  require 
acquisltimi  of  approxiinately  90  acres  from 
jirlvate  individuals  and  from  the  UB.  Gov¬ 
ernment.  (26  pages.)  Comments  made  by: 
DOT,  EPA,  DOI,  and  State  agencies.  (ELR 
Order  No.  61633.) 

O.S.  COAST  GUARD 

Final 

LORAN-C  Chain,  West  Coast/Gulf  of  Alas¬ 
ka,  October  14:  The  proposed  action  provides 
for  the  establishment  of  a  new  LORAN-C 
radio-navigation  chain  along  the  US  West 
Coast  and  in  the  Gulf  of  Alaska.  Stations  will 
be  located  in  Searchlight  and  Fallon,  Nevada; 
Middletown,  California;  Moses  Lake,  Wash¬ 
ington;  Ketchikan  (Shoal  Cove) ,  Tok,  Sitki- 
nak,  Alaska,  and  at  an  as-yet  undefined  loca¬ 
tion  in  southwestern  Canada.  This  eis  con¬ 
cerns  only  the  non-Alaska  stations.  There 
will  be  ecHne  visual  impact  at  all  stations  due 
to  the  height  of  the  towers;  adverse  Impact 
may  occur  in  especially  scenic  areas.  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  DOI^,  DCXl,  DOI,  AHP,  EPA, 
USCG,  USDA,  COE.  and  State  and  local  agen¬ 
cies  and  individuals.  (ELR  Order  No.  61613.) 

Oaxt  L  WmiCAN, 
General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.76-28648  FUed  10-28-75:8:45  am] 
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FAA,  CG,  UMTA,  AND  HUD; 
ADMtNISTRATiVE  ACTIONS 

List  Actions  Needing  Environmental  Impact 
Statements 

The  following  list,  filed  wlUi  the  Coun¬ 
cil  by  the  Department  of  Transportation, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  United 
States  Coast  Guard,  and  Urban  Mass 
Transit  Administration,  and  by  the  De¬ 
partment  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment,  indicates  those  administrative 
actions  that  FAA,  USCG,  UMTA,  and 
HUD  have  determined  will  require  the 
preparation  of  environmental  impact 
statements  under  NEPA, 

Listing  of  DOT/Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  Actions  for  which  Environ¬ 
mental  Impact  Statements  are  in  prepa¬ 
ration  or  anticipated. 

Anchorage,  AL,  New  Bunway. 

Cedar  Rapids,  lA,  Airport  Layout  Plan  and 
Land  Acquisition. 

Pocohontas,  lA.  Alrp<»:t  Layout  Plan  and 
Land  Acquisition. 

York,  NE,  Master  Plan  and  Airport  Layout 
Plan. 

Onawa,  lA.  Airport  Layout  Plan. 

Lamar.  MO.  Master  Plan  and  Airport  Layout 
Plan. 

Omaha,  NE,  AlrpOTt  Layout  Plan. 

North  Platte,  NE,  Airport  Layout  Plan  and 
Airport  Development. 

Lamonl,  lA,  Airport  Layout  Plan. 

Washington,  KS,  MMter  Plan  and  Airport 
Layout  Plan. 

Lee’s  Summit,  MO,  Airport  Development. 

Blair,  NE,  MMter  Plan  and  Airport  Layout 
Plan. 

HUlsboro/Marlon,  KS,  Masto'  Plan  and  Air¬ 
port  Layout  Plan. 

Hozle,  KS,  Master  Plan  and  Airport  Layout 
Plan. 

Marshalltown,  lA,  Airport  Layout  Plan  and 
Airport  Development. 

Springfield,  MO,  Master  Plan. 

LeMars.  lA,  Master  Plan  and  Airport  Layout 
Plan. 

Atwood,  KS,  Master  Plan  and  Airpwt  Layout 
Plan. 

Jefferson  City,  MO,  AirpOTt  Development. 
Storm  Lake,  lA,  Aliport  Development. 
Plttsbxirg,  KS,  Airport  Development. 

Albany,  MO,  Airport  Developir.snt. 

Sac  City,  lA,  Alrpmt  Development. 

Joplin,  MO.  Airport  Development. 

Eldon,  MO.  Airport  Development. 

Scott  City,  KS,  Airport  Development. 

Pontiac.  Oakland-Pontiac,  MI,  Land  Acqui¬ 
sition  Extend  Runway. 

Ironwood  County,  MI,  Land  Acquisition  New 
Runway. 

Hillsdale  MvmlcipaL  MI,  20  Year  Planning 
Grant  Program  (PGP) . 

Mt.  Pleasant  Munlc^Md.  MI,  Land  Acquisi¬ 
tion  Extend  Rimway. 

Saginaw  (Trl-Clty  Apt.),  MI,  Land  Acquisi¬ 
tion  Extend  Two  Runways. 

Escanaba  County,  MI,  Land  Acquisition  Ex¬ 
tend  Runway. 

Menominee  County,  MI,  New  Runway. 
Lansing-Capital  City.  MI,  20  Tear  Planning 
Grant  Program  (PGP). 

Grand  Ledge  Municipal,  MI,  20  year  Planning 
Grant  Program  (PGP) . 

Ann  Arbor  Municipal,  MI,  20  Year  Planning 
Grant  Program  (POP). 

Kalamazoo  Municipal,  MI,  Extend  Runway. 
Flint-Bishop,  MI,  Land  Acquisition  New  Run¬ 
way. 

Grand  Riqjids  County.  MI,  Extend  Runway. 
Coldwater  Municipal,  MI,  20  Tear  Planidng 
Grant  Program  (POP) . 

Greenville  Municipal.  MI,  20  Tear  Planning 
Grant  Program  (PGP) . 


Saginaw  Banry  Browne.  IC.  90  Tear  Ptaanlng 
Grant  Program  (POP) . 

Aurora  Municipal,  IL,  20  Tear  Planning  Ohrant 
Program  (POP). 

Blo<»nlngton  Normal,  IL,  90  Tear  Planning 
Grant  Program  (PGP) . 

Carbrnidale  Southern,  IL,  90  Tear  Planning 
Grant  Program  (POP). 

Champaign  Willard,  IL,  90  Tear  Planning 
Grant  Program  (POP) . 

Decatur  Municipal,  IL,  20  Tear  Planning 
Grant  Program  (POP) . 

Effingham  County,  IL,  Land  Acquisition  IDS 
Runway. 

Havana  Municipal.  IL,  New  Alrport-20  Tear 
Planning  Grant  Program  (PGP). 

Rockford  Greater,  IL,  20  Year  Planning  Grant 
Program  (PGP). 

Effingham  County,  IL,  Land  Acquisition  New 
Runway. 

Akron -Canton  Municipal,  OH,  Extend  Run¬ 
way, 

Cleveland  Cleveland-Hop.,  OH,  New  Rimway 
Extend  Runway. 

Cleveland  Cuyahoga,  OH,  New  Runway. 
Anderson  Municipal,  IN,  Cross-Wind  Runway 
Extension. 

Angola  Tri-State,  IN,  New  Alrport-20  Year 
Planning  Grant  Program  (POP). 
CrawfordsvlUe  Municipal,  IN,  New  Alrport- 
20  Tear  Planning  Chant  Program  (POP) . 
Ft.  Wayne  Municipal.  IN,  20  Tear  Planning 
Grant  Program  (POP). 

French  Lick  Municipal,  IN,  Runway  Exten- 
skm. 

Gary  Municipal,  IN,  20  Year  Planning  Grant 
Program  (POP). 

Oreencastle  County.  IN,  New  Airport-20  Year 
Planning  Grant  Program  (POP). 
Huntingburg  Municipal,  IN,  20  Year  Plan¬ 
ning  Grant  Program  (POP). 

Mt.  Vernon  Mimicipal,  IN,  New  Airport-20 
Year  Planning  Grant  Program  (PGP). 
North  Vernon  Municipal,  IN,  New  Airport-20 
Year  Planning  Grant  Program  (POP). 
Shelbyville  Muncipal,  IN,  20  Year  Planning 
Grant  Program  (PGP) . 

Wabash  Municipal,  IN,  20  Year  Planning 
Grant  Program  (PGP) . 

Jeffersonville  Clark  County,  IN,  New  Afiport- 
20  Year  Planning  Grant  Program  (PGP). 
Green  Bay  Austin  Straubel,  WI.  Land  Ac¬ 
quisition  Improve  Runway. 

Madison  Coxmty,  WI,  Land  Acquisition  Clear 
Runway  Approach. 

Antigo  County,  WI,  Land  Acquisition  Extend 
Runway. 

Waupaca  Municipal,  WI,  Land  Acquisition 
InstaU  VASI. 

Rhineland  County,  WI,  Construct  CFR 
Building. 

Baudette  International,  MN.  Land  Acquisi¬ 
tion  Runway  Extension. 

Madison  Dawsen-Madison,  MN,  New  Runway. 
Tower  Mtmiclpal,  MN,  New  Runway. 
Fergus  Falls  Municipal,  MN,  Land  Acquisi¬ 
tion. 

Walker  Municipal,  MN.  Land  Acquisition 
New  Runway. 

Jackson,  Municipal,  MN,  Land  Acquisition 
Runway  Extension. 

Elmira,  NY,  Runway  Extension. 

Newbuigh,  NY,  Runway  Extension. 

St.  Marys,  PA,  Rimway  Extension. 

Erie.  PA,  Runway  Extension. 

Allmitown,  PA,  Runway  Extension. 
Clarksburgh,  WV,  Runway  Extension. 

New  Martinsville,  WV.  New  Airport. 
Buckhannan,  WV,  New  Airport. 

Lewisburg,  vrv.  Runway  Extension. 

Ocean  City.  MD,  New  Runway.  ' 

Chestertown,  MD.  New  Airport. 

Calvert  County,  MD,  New  Airport. 

Clinton,  VA,  Bimway  Extenaion. 

SouthhUl,  VA.  New  Alrpwt. 

Franklin.  VA.  Runway  Extension. 

Roanoke,  VA,  Runway  Extension. 


WQUamsburg,  VA,  New  Abport. 

CRoocester,  VA,  Airport  Expansion. 

Stafford  County.  VA,  New  Airport. 

New  Haven,  CT,  Runway  Extension. 

Romford,  MB.  New  Airport. 

Provlnoetown.  MA,  Runway  Extension. 
hapex,  WA,  Land  Acquisition  New  Runway. 
Neah  Bay,  WA.  New  Airport  Site. 

Richland,  WA,  New  Runway  Land  Acquisi¬ 
tion. 

Woodland,  WA,  New  Airport  Site. 

Colville,  WA,  New  Airport  Site. 

Ocean  Shores,  WA.  New  Airport  Site. 

Pasco,  WA,  Runway  Extension  Land  Acquisi¬ 
tion. 

Elma,  WA,  New  Airport  Site. 

Everett,  WA.  New  OA  Runway. 

Vancouver,  WA,  New  Airport  Site. 

Eugene  (Table  Top),  OR,  Eistabllsh  ARSR. 
North  Bend,  OR,  Runway  Extensions. 

La  Grande,  OR.  Runway  Extension. 
Hermlston,  OB,  Land  Acquisition -Runway 
Extension. 

Medford.  OR,  Land  Acquisition. 

Warm  firings,  OEt,  New  Airport  Site. 
POTtland-Clackamas.  OR.  New  Airport  Site. 

St,  Maries,  ID,  Land  Acquisltton. 

Kamlah,  ID,  Runway  Extension. 

Soda  l^ln^  ID,  New  Runway  Land  Acqui¬ 
sition. 

Ti4>  Airport,  Tap  District,  Trust  Territory  of 
the  Pacific  Islands,  Develop  Airport  Master 
Plan. 

Kusaie  Island,  TVuk  Territory  of  the  Pacific 
Islands,  Develop  Airport  Master  Plan. 
Babtithuiq>/Koior  Island,  Palau  District, 
’Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands,  De¬ 
velop  Airport  Master  Plan. 

Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands,  Develop  Air¬ 
port  Master  Plan  for  General  Airport. 
Honolulu,  Hawaii,  Develc^  Airport  Master 
Plan  for  General  Aviation  Airport. 

Llhue,  Kauai,  Hawaii,  Devel<^  Alrpcwt  Master 
Plan. 

Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands,  Transfer  of 
Section  23  (UB.  Navy)  land. 

Alabaster.  AL,  Extend  both  ends  of  Runway 
16/33. 

Charleston,  SC,  Construct  New  General  Avi¬ 
ation  Runway. 

Glbertsvllle,  KY,  Extend  Runway. 

Miami,  FL  (Infl),  Extend  Runway  O0R. 
Miami,  FL,  Oonetruct  New  Air  Carrier  Airport. 
Morristown,  IN.  Construct  New  Oenoal  Avi¬ 
ation  Airport. 

Nashville,  TN,  Construct  New  Airport. 
Balelgh-Durhazn,  NC.  Construct  New  Air 
Carrier  Runway. 

St.  ntomas,  VI,  Construct  New  Runway. 

Ft.  Myen,  FL,  Construct  New  Air  Carrier  Air¬ 
port. 

Tulsa,  OK,  Provide  Additional  Instrumenta¬ 
tion. 

Richardson,  TZ,  New  Airport. 

Lake  Jackson.  TIL  Airport  Master  Plan. 
Baton  Rouge.  LA,  Alri^rt  Master  Plan. 
Gonzales,  LA,  New  Airport. 
Hollywood-Btirbank,  CA,  Acquire  Existing 
Alrpmt. 

La  Verne,  CA,  New  Runway. 

Los  Angeles  (Whiteman) ,  CA.  Land  Acquisi¬ 
tion  and  New  Rimway. 

Los  Angeles,  (Int’l),  CA.  Airport  Develop¬ 
ment. 

Oakland,  (Inti) ,  CA,  New  Runway. 
Palmdale,  (Inti) ,  CA,  New  Airport. 

Reedly,  CA,  New  Airport. 

Santa  Ana  (Orange  County),  CA,  Airport 
Extension. 

San  FVanclaco  (Inti) ,  CA.  Airport  Expansion. 
Ontario,  CA,  New  Runway. 

TAA  omcx  or  xmvixoniizmtai.  qxtautt 
BUIXMAKINO  nOJXCTB 

Civil  Helioopter  Noise  Certification  Stand¬ 
ards. 
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civil  Airplane  Fleet  Noise  Requirements. 
Modification  of  FAA  FAR  36  Appendix  C. 

Civil  Supersonic  Aircraft  Noise  Type  Cer¬ 
tification  Standards. 

Concorde  Supersonic  Transport  Aircraft. 

The  following  projects  were  previously 
announced  as  requiring  an  environmen¬ 
tal  impact  statement  but  have  been 
found  to  be  adequately  covered  by  a  neg¬ 
ative  declaration. 

Aspen,  CO,  Master  Plan. 

Colorado  Springs,  CO,  Master  Plan. 

Durongo,  CO,  Master  Plan. 

Logan,  UT,  Master  Plan. 

Salt  Lake  City,  XTT,  New  Runway. 

Casper.  WI,  Master  Plan. 

Riverton,  WI,  Master  Plan. 

Civil  Propeller  Driven  Large  STOL  Aircraft 
Noise  Certification  Standards. 

Noise  Abatement  Operating  Procedure  Re¬ 
quirements — Departure. 

Listing  of  DOT/United  States  Coast 
Guard  Actions  for  which  Environmental 
Impact  Statements  are  in  preparation 
or  anticipated. 

F — Proposed  changes  to  the  Coast  Ouard 
Station  New  London,  CT. 

F — Proposed  regulations  for  Vessels  in  Do¬ 
mestic  trade. 

F — ^Deepwater  Port  Regulations. 

D — ^Proposed  Coast  Ouard  Search  and  Res¬ 
cue  Station,  Cockspur  Island,  OA. 

F — Proposed  Loran  (C)  Chain — Gulf  Coast 
(final  to  CEQ  15JUL75) . 

D — Proposed  Multi-Purpose  Facility  at 
Berwick,  LA. 

D — Proposed  Rules  for  Vessel  Traffic  Sys¬ 
tem,  Berwick  Bay,  LA. 

F — Proposed  Vessel  Traffic  System,  Hous¬ 
ton/Galveston,  TX. 

D — ^Proposed  Loran  (C)  Station,  Seneca 
Army  Depot,  NY. 

F — Proposed  Loran  (C)  Chain,  U.  S.  West 
Coast/Oulf  of  Alaska. 

D — ^Polnt  Reyes  Housing  Sewage  Disposal 
Plan,  CA. 

D — Proposed  bridge  across  ShaUotte  Creek, 
Brunswick  County,  NC. 

F — Proposed  ramps  for  the  downtown  ex¬ 
pressway  to  the  1-95  highway  bridge  across 
the  James  River  in  Richmond,  VA. 

F — Proposed  replacement  of  the  Dumbar¬ 
ton  Bridge  across  San  Francisco  Bay,  San 
Mateo  and  Alameda  Counties,  CA. 

D/4(F) — Proposed  Route  U.  S.  22  Highway 
Bridge  cu:ross  the  Ohio  River  between  Wler- 
ton,  WV  and  Steubenville,  OH. 

D — Proposed  reconstruction  Main  Street 
Bridge  and  Sixth  Street  Bridge  across  Musk¬ 
ingum  River  at  ZanesvUle,  OH. 

D — Proposed  Highway  Bridge  across  the 
Wisconsin  River  In  Wassau,  WI. 

F — Proposed  Highway  Bridge  across  the 
Wolf  River  In  Fremont,  WI. 

F— Proposed  Highway  Bridge  across  Sta¬ 
tion  Creek  for  access  to  a  planned  residential 
development  on  St.  PhlUlp  Island  in  Beau¬ 
fort  County,  SC. 

D — Proposed  78th  Ave;  Bridge  across  Gulf 
Intercoastal  Waterway  In  Seminole  Beach, 
FL. 

D — Proposed  James  Point  Bridge  across  the 
St.  John  River  In  Jacksonville,  FL. 

D — Proposed  Coast  Guard  Station  at  Prov- 
Incetown,  MA. 

F — Proposed  Route  18  Highway  Bridge 
across  the  Raritan  River  In  New  Brunswick, 
NJ. 

D — Proposed  Calhoun  Bt.  Bridge  across 
Delaware  River  between  MorrlsvlUe,  PA  and 
Trenton,  NJ. 

D— Proposed  Merrick  Rd..  Bridge  across 
Seaford  Creek  in  Mineola,  NY. 

D — Proposed  Highway  Bridge  across  Cal- 
caieu  Lake  in  Cameron  ParUh,  LA. 


D — ^Proposed  Highway  Bridge  across  Hog 
Bayou  near  Grand  Chenier.  Cameron  Parish, 
LA. 

D — ^Proposed  vehicular /mass  transit  bridge 
across  the  Mississippi  River  at  New  Orleans, 
LA. 

D — West  Bank  Expressway,  UB.  Route 
Highway  90  Business  Route,  Upgrading  of  an 
existing  segment  to  freeway  standards  In¬ 
cluding  a  high  level  bridge  over  the  Harvy 
Canal.  Prc^xned  upgrading  wo\ild  extend 
from  U.S.  Highway  90  on  the  west  to  the 
Orleans  Parish  line  on  the  east,  a  distance 
of  9.78  miles  New  Orleans,  LA. 

Negative  Declakations  Prepared  and  Filed 
IN  Coast  Guard  Headquarters  During  the 
Second  Quarter  op  CY  1975 

Purchase  ten  ( 10)  imlts  of  family  housing 
In  Ocean  View  Township,  Sussex  County,  DE, 
for  Indian  River  Inlet  Coast  Ouard  Station. 

Installation  of  underwater  power  cables  to 
Smith  Point  and  Wolf  Trap  Lighthouses  in 
the  Chesapeake  Bay,  VA. 

Renovation  of  Traverse  City  Air  Station, 
Traverse  City,  MI. 

New  Coast  Guard  Seasonal  Support  Facil¬ 
ity,  Santa  Cruz,  CA. 

Additions  to  Coast  Ouard  Base,  Mayport, 
FL. 

Consolidation  of  Coast  Ouard  Units  at  Pier 
36/37  Seattle,  WA. 

Proposed  disposal  of  1.08  acres  of  land  at 
Laupsdioehoe  Point,  Island  County,  HI. 

Industrial  waste  control  at  Elizabeth  City 
Air  Base,  NC. 

Negative  Declarations  for  Final  Bridge 
Permit  Actions 

project,  waterwat,  location,  permit  no. 

Budd  Inlet,  Puget  Sound,  Olympia,  Washing¬ 
ton,  96-74. 

Piscataqua  River,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  139-74. 

Chlmentlcook  Stream,  Aroostook  County, 
Maine,  145-74. 

Mississippi  Rfver  (Upper),  Prairie  DuChlen 
&  Marquette,  Iowa,  254-68. 

Mystec  River,  Somerville  &  Medford,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  18-75. 

Pine  Island  Bayou,  Beaumont,  Texas,  195-69. 
Mohongahela  River,  Morgantown,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  19-75. 

Onancock  Creek,  Onancock,  Virginia,  20-75. 
Ohio  River,  Moundsvllle,  West  Virginia,  21- 
75. 

Guyandotte  River,  Juntlngton,  West  Vii^^la, 
22-75. 

Mahoning  River,  Youngstown,  Ohio,  28-75. 
Mermentua  River,  Lake  Arthur.  Louisiana, 
65-69. 

Shakett  Creek,  Nokomls,  Florida,  27-75. 

Ohio  lUver,  Parkereburg,  West  Virginia,  28- 
75. 

Polk  Drive  Canal,  Sarasota  County,  Florida, 
81-75. 

Collins  Canal,  Miami  Beach,  Florida,  198-69. 
Wateree  River,  Wateree,  South  Carolina,  32- 
75. 

New  Ym-k  Barge  Canal,  Monroe  County,  New 
YOTk,  33-75. 

Houston  Creek,  Chatham  County,  Georgia, 
34-75. 

Randolph  Slough,  Bandon,  pregon,  37-75. 
Earman  River,  North  Palm  Beach,  Florida, 
40-75. 

Middle  River,  San  Joaquin  County,  Califor¬ 
nia,  42-75. 

Rlbault  River,  Duval  County,  Florida,  43-75. 
Loxahatchee  River  (North  Fork),  Tequesta, 
Florida,  51-75. 

New  River  (North  Fork),  Fort  Lauderdale. 
Florida,  53-75. 

Vardeil  Creek,  Charleston,  South  Carolina, 
54-75. 

OoOheoo  River,  Dover,  New  Hampshire,  44-75. 
Bowlees  Creek,  Msmatee,  Florida,  36-75. 


GIWW,  Houma,  Louisiana,  66-68. 

Mascoma  River,  Lebanon,  New  Hampshire, 
26-75. 

Fox  River,  Kaukauna,  Wisconsin,  144^74. 
California  Sluiceway,  Imperial  Dam,  Califor¬ 
nia.  80-75. 

Colorado  River,  Yuma,  Arizona,  135-72. 
Arizona  Sluiceway,  Imperial  Dam,  Arizona, 
82-75. 

Point  Remove  Creek,  Morrllton,  Arkansas, 
74^75. 

Bonanza  Channel,  Nome,  Alaska,  67-75. 

Knob  Creek,  Arcot,  Tennessee,  68-75. 

Ocean  Canal  (Biscaime  Bay),  Miami  Beach, 
Florida,  146-74. 

Coosa  River,  Mims  Ferry,  Alabama,  62-75. 
Yachats  River,  Yachats,  Oregon,  63-75. 
Wisconsin  River,  Tomahawk,  Wisconsin, 
64-75. 

Pine  River,  St.  Clair.  Michigan.  55-74. 

Wax  Lake  Outlet,  Calumet,  Louisiana,  65-75. 
Unnamed  Channels  (tributaries  of  Gulf  of 
Mexico) ,  Bayport,  Florida,  169-70. 

Samplt  River,  Georgetown,  South  Carolina, 
113-74. 

Collins  Canal,  Dade  County,  Florida,  58-75. 
Toms  River,  Ocean  County,  Dover,  New 
Jersey,  155-74. 

Buffalo  Bayou,  Houston,  Texas,  46-75. 

Eureka  Slough,  Eureka,  California,  38-75. 

Listing  of  DOT/Urban  Mass  Trans¬ 
portation  Administration  Actions  for 
Which  Environmental  Impact  State¬ 
ments  Are  In  Preparation  Or  Antici¬ 
pated. 

1.  Supplemental  EIS  on  changes  to  MARTA 
East-West  line,  Atlanta,  Georgia. 

2.  Final  EIS  on  Fifth  and  Sixth  Avenues 
Transit  Mall,  Portland,  Oregon. 

3.  Draft  EIS  on  South  Quincy  Station  Area, 
Massachusetts. 

4.  Draft  and  Final  EIS  on  D.C.  Bicentennial 
Tran^rtatlon  Program,  Washington,  D.C. 

5.  Draft  EIS  on  Exten^on  to  Shady  Grove, 
Washington  Metropolitan  Area  Transit  Au- 
thOTlty,  Wash.,  D.C. 

Listing  of  HUD  Actions  for  which  En¬ 
vironmental  Impact  Statements  are  in 
preparation  or  anticipated. 

Austin,  Texas,  Development  of  Colony  Park, 
Section  1,  Phase  4-A,  and  Colony  Park 
Hills,  Section  1-B. 

Palm  Beach  County,  Florida,  Cannongate 
Planned  Unit  Development  Project. 

Gary  L.  Widman, 

General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.75-28649  Filed  10-23-75;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Report  No.  776) 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION  ^ 

Re:  Domestic  Public  Radio  Services 
Applications  Accepted  for  Filing  * 

October  20,  1975. 

Pursuant  to  §§  1.227(b)  (3)  and  21.30 
(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an  appli- 


^AU  applications  listed  In  the  appendix 
below  are  subject  to  further  consideration 
and  review  and  may  be  returned  and/or  dis¬ 
missed  if  not  found  to  be  In  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules,  regulations  and 
other  requirements. 

■The  above  alternative  cut-off  rules  apply 
to  those  applications  listed  in  the  appendix 
as  having  been  accepted  In  Domestic  Public 
Land  Mobile  Radio,  Rural  Radio,  Polnt-to- 
Polnt  Microwave  Radio  and  Local  Television 
Transmission  Services  (Part  21  of  the  Rules). 
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cation,  in  order  to  be  considered  with 
any  domestic  public  radio  services  appli¬ 
cation  appearing  on  the  attached  list  be¬ 
low,  must  be  substantially  complete  and 
tendered  for  filing  by  whichever  date  is 
earlier:  (a)  The  close  of  business  one 
business  day  preceding  the  day  on  which 
the  Commissi(Hi  takes  acU<Hi  on  the  vn- 
viously  filed  ai^lication;  or  (b)  witibln 
SO  days  after  the  date  of  the  public  notice 
listing  the  first  prior  filed  aivlicatkm 
(with  which  subsequent  applications  are 
in  confiict)  as  having  been  accepted  for 
filing.  An  application  which  is  subse¬ 
quently  amended  by  a  major  change  will 
considered  to  be  a  newly  filed  ai^i- 
cation.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  cut-off 
dates  are  set  forth  in  the  alternative — 
applications  will  be  entitled  to  considera¬ 
tion  with  those  listed  in  the  appendix 
below  if  filed  by  the  end  of  the  60  day 
period,  cmly  if  the  Commission  has  not 
acted  upon  the  sq^Ucation  by  that  time 
pursuant  to  the  first  alternative  earlier 
date.  The  mutual  exclusivity  rights  of  a 
new  application  are  governed  by  the 
earliest  action  with  respect  to  any  one 
of  the  earlier  filed  conflicting  applica¬ 
tions. 

The  attention  of  any  party  in  interest 
desiring  to  file  pleadings  pursuant  to  sec- 
tUm  309  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  concerning  any 
domestic  public  radio  services  application 
accepted  for  fil^,  is  directed  to  i  21.27 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  for  provisions 
governing  the  time  for  filing  and  other 
requirements  rating  to  such  pleadings. 

FBDKRAL  COMMUmCATIORS 
Commission, 

ViHcsMT  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Applications  Acckptsd  For  Filing 

DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  LAND  MOBILE  RADIO  SERVICE 

20291-CD-MP/1j-75,  Samuel  W.  Waldenberg 
(KUSSSS),  Modification  of  CP  and  License 
to  change  frequency  from  152.18  MHz  to 
152.06  MHz  at  Loc.  #1 :  Blacktail  Mtn.,  12 
miles  S.  of  Kalispell  (Flathead)  Montana. 
20598-CD-P-76,  Alrslgnal  of  Nevada,  Inc. 
(New),  C.  P.  for  a  new  1-way  Signaling 
station  to  operate  on  35.22  MHz  to  be  lo¬ 
cated  at  Blade  Mtn.,  6.5  miles  SW  of  Hen¬ 
derson  (Clark)  Nevada. 
205e8-CI>-TC-(5)-76,  Chalfont  Communica¬ 
tions.  Consent  to  Transfer  of  Control  from 
Frank  &  Marie  Chalfont.  TransfertN*  to 
Frank  Chalfont,  Mrs.  Jeanne  N.  Beamesder- 
fer,  Mrs.  Julia  A.  Knupp,  &  Dan  W.  Chal- 
fmt.  Transferees.  Stations:  KMD995  & 
KMM581,  Palm  linings,  California;  KMA 
251  &  KLF520,  K1  Centro,  California;  and 
KMM652,  Beaumont,  California. 
2060(>-CD-TC^78,  Pennsylvania  Radio  Tele- 
phmie  Corp.  Cemaent  to  Transfer  oi  Control 
from  Leon  R.  Price,  Transferee,  to  Rob¬ 
ert  L.  Starer,  Transferee.  Station ;  KQA808, 
Top  of  Mt.  Penn,  Pennsylvania. 
20601-CD-P-(3)-78,  Kmffire  kfobilcomm  Sys¬ 
tems,  Inc.  (KOK419).  C.P.  to  replace  trans¬ 
mitter  operating  on  454.300  MHz  and  fee 
additional  facilities  to  operate  on  454.150  & 
454.250  Mite  located  at  4.5  miles  West  of 
Salem,  Oregon. 

20602-CD-P-76,  United  Telephone  Company 
of  Indiana,  Inc.  (New) ,  C.  P.  for  a  new  1- 
way  station  to  operate  on  158.10  MHz  to 
be  loe^ted  iqiproxlmately  mile  South 
Southeast  qf  Plymouth,  Indiana. 


20603-CD-P-76,  Vnlted  TUephone  Company 
of  Tmttana,  Ine.  (New),  C.  P.  for  a  new  I- 
way  statlcm  to  eqierate  on  158.10  MHz  to  be 
located  on  State  Rocul  25,  V4  mile  West  e>f 
Warsaw, 

20604-CD-P-(2)-76,  Pass  Word.  Inc.  (BMM 
€97),  ResubmittiM  a  C.  P.  fee  additional 
faciUties  to  c^ierate  on  464.250  A  454.300 
MHz  located  9A  miles  B.  of  Spokane,  Mica 
Peak.  Idaho. 

20605-CO-P-76,  C.  P.  fee  a  new  2-way  station 
to  operate  on  152  Jll  mhz  to  be  leeated  0.95 
miles  East  eif  Lamed,  Kansas. 
20606-CD-P-76.  South  »ieee  Radio-Tele¬ 
phone,  Inc.  (KDD2S8),  C.  P.  for  adellUonal 
facilities  to  operate  em  454.076  MHz  to  be 
leicated  at  a  new  site  described  as  Loc.  #2 : 
Hines  Ho^ital.  Maywooei,  lUinds. 
2Q607-<a3-P-76,  Seaway  Communications 
(KUS413) ,  C.  P.  to  relocate  facilities  oper¬ 
ating  on  35A8  MHz  to  be  located  at  21st 
Street  &  Central  Avenue.  Ship  Bottom,  New 
Jers^. 

2060t-CD-P-(2)-76,  Public  Communications, 
Inc.  (KLB761):  C.  P.  f<Hr  addltiimal  facul¬ 
ties  to  cerate  on  152.09  &  152.16  mhz  lo¬ 
cated  off  Highway  #56,  2  mUes  South  of 
Lufkin,  Texas. 

20609-CD-TC-(2)-76.  Mobile  Radio  System 
of  Ventura,  Inc.  Consent  to  Transfer  of 
Control  from  Pacifle  Communicatlcms 
Corporation.  Transferor,  to  Anna  Markel, 
et  al.  Transferees.  Stations:  KSV976,  Ven¬ 
tura,  California  A  KMA835,  Willis  Canyon 
Peak,  California. 

20610-CD-TC-(3>-76,  Mobile  Radio  System 
of  San  Jose,  Inc.  Consent  to  Transfer  of 
Control  from  Tri-Rad,  Inc.  Transferor,  to 
Anna  Markel,  et  al.  Transferees.  Stations: 
KQZ716  A  KMA741.  San  Jose,  California. 
20611-CD-P-76,  Michigan  BeU  Telephone 
Company  (KQA812).  C.  P.  to  increase  fui- 
tenna  height  A  correct  coordinates  (gr¬ 
ating  on  162.151  MHz  located  at  5980  Wild- 
cast  Road,  10  mllee  NW  of  Port  Huron, 
Michigan. 

30612-CD-P/L-78.  Cllftcm  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  (K1^79),  Betnstatement  of  ezifired 
Ucense  operating  on  162.69  MHz  located 
on  State  Highway  215,  0.5  mile  SE  of  Clif¬ 
ton,  Texas. 

Major  amendment 

20559-CD-P-75,  Chicago  Communications 
Service,  Ine.  Arlington  Helots,  Illinois. 
Amend  to  change  the  antenna  to  a  Decibel 
Products,  DB-406E  with  the  maximum  lobe 
of  radiation  at  N.  315  degrees  mounted  such 
that  the  tip  does  not  exceed  269.75  feet 
'  above  ground  level.  AU  other  particulars  of 
operation  remain  as  reported  in  PN  #724 
dated  October  21,  1974. 

RURAL  RADIO  SERVICE 

60184-CB-TC-76,  MobUe  Radio  System  of 
San  Jose.  Inc.  Consent  to  Transfer  of  Con¬ 
trol  from  Tel-Rad,  Inc.,  TTransferor  to 
Anna  Markel,  et  al.  Tranrierees.  Station: 
KNK83,  Temporary  Fixed. 

Correction 

e0183-CR-TC-7e,  Imperial  Communicstions 
Corp.  Consmt  to  Transfer  of  Control  from 
Bell  A  Howell  Company,  Transferor  to 
Oenerai  Communications  Service,  Inc., 
Ttkansfeiee.  Station:  KOA43,  TTemporary 
Fixed.  This  entry  was  inadvertently 
omitted  from  PN  #775  dated  October  14, 
1976. 

POINT-TO-POINT  MICROWAVE  RADIO  SERVICE: 

1115-CF-P-76,  Eastern  Microwave,  Inc. 
(KCK70),  Mt.  Oreylock  1,  Massachusetts. 
Lat.  42*88'07''  N.,  Long.  73*09'67''  W.  C.P. 
to  correct  station  location  to  the  foregoing 
coordinates;  add  6049.0H  MHz  toward 
Beech  Hill,  New  Hampshire  and  toward 
Florida  Mtn.,  Mas^chusetts. 


1120-CF-MP-76,  American  TUevlBlon  and 
Communications  Cizrp-  (WAU277)  High 
Print.  North  Carolina.  Lat,  35*66'00"  N.. 
Long.  80*03'41"  W.  Cf.  to  add  6226i)H 
MHz  and  6286.2H  MHz  toward  Salisbury, 
North  Carolina. 

1131-CF-P-76,  Same.  (New),  SaUsbury, 
North  Carolina.  Lat.  35*43'07"  N.,  Long. 
80*27'19"  W.  CJ*.  fOT  a  new  station  on 
5960.rai  MHz  and  6078.6H  MHz  toward 
Coneord.  North  Carolina. 

1123-CF-P-76  (New),  Concord,  North  Caro¬ 
lina.  Lat.  36*24'28''  N.,  Long.  80*S9'05"  W. 

C. P.  for  a  new  station  on  6812.0V  MHz  and 
6330.7V  MHz  toward  Charlotte.  North 
Carolina. 

1123-GF-MP-76.  Yankee  Microwave  (KYZ 
86) .  Moose  HUl,  3.0  MUes  East  of  Livermore 
Fans,  liRine.  Lat.  44*29'00"  N..  Long 
70*07'8t"  W,  CJ.  to  add  8ie7.ev  MHz  and 
6019#V  MHz  toward  Jay.  Maine. 

1 146-CF-P-76,  Same.  (New),  Nashua,  New 
Hampshire.  Lat.  42*44'28"  N.,  Long. 

71*27'16’'  W.  CJP.  for  a  new  station  on 
11505.0H  MHz  toward  Manchester.  New 
Hampshire,  on  azimuth  3.8  degrees. 

(FR  Doc.75-38681  Filed  iq-23-75;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

IH.C.  #2031 

FIRST  FINANCIAL  OF  VIRGINIA  CORP. 

Notice  6f  Rdceipl  of  Application  for 
Permission  To  Acquire  Control  of 

October  20, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corpora¬ 
tion  has  received  an  application  from 
First  Financial  of  Virgtaiia  Cmrp..  Mc¬ 
Lean,  Virginia,  for  approval  of  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  control  of  the  Augusta  County 
Savings  and  Loan  Association,  Stuarts 
Draft,  Virginia,  an  uninsured  institution, 
under  the  movislons  of  Section  408(e>  of 
the  National  Housing  Act,- as  amended 
(12  UJB.C.  1730a(e)).  and  Section  584.4 
of  the  Regulations  for  Savings  and  Loan 
Holding  Companies,  said  acquislticm  to 
be  effected  by  an  exchange  of  the  asso¬ 
ciation’s  capital  stock  for  the  capital 
stock  of  the  applicant.  The  acquisition 
is  contingent  upon  Augusta  Counl^  Sav¬ 
ings  and  Loan  Association  having  its 
savings  accounts  insured  by  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corpora¬ 
tion.  Comments  on  the  proposed  acquisi¬ 
tion  should  be  submitted  to  the  Director, 
Holding  Companies  Section,  OfQce  of  Ex¬ 
aminations  and  Supervision,  Federal 
H(»ne  Loan  Bank  Board.  Washington, 

D. C.  20552,  within  30  days  of  the  date 
this  notice  appears  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

(SEALl  J.  J.  PlNH, 

Secrete^. 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

|FR  Doc.75-286e3  FUed  16-23-75:8:45  zm) 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  76-40] 

ACE  MACHINERY  CO.  AND  HAPAG-LLOYD 
AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT 

Erratum 

In  the  notice  of  filing  of  complaint  in 
this  proceeding  served  October  10.  1975 
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and  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
October  16,  1975  (46  FR  48549),  the  date 
on  or  before  which  hearing  is  ordered 
to  commence  should  read  April  10,  1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  DOC.T5-28736  Piled  10-23-75;8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  RP76-91  and  RP72-I57:  PGA 
76-2;  R&D76-11 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 
Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
October  8, 1975, 

Take  notice  that  Consolidated  Gas 
Supply  Corporation  (Consolidated),  on 
September  30,  1975,  tendered  for  filing 
Seventh  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  8  and  9. 
These  tariff  sheets  are  proposed  to  be¬ 
come  effective  November  1,  1975,  subject 
to  refund,  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  Section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
in  lieu  of  the  rates  filed  April  16,  1975  in 
Docket  No.  RP75-91  which  were  sus¬ 
pended  imtil  November  1,  1975. 

Consolidated  states  that  the  purpose  of 
Seventh  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  8  and  9  is  (1) 
to  reflect  all  changes  in  Consolidated’s 
pipeline  piRchased  gas  cost  that  will  be 
in  effect  November  1,  1975;  (2)  to  in¬ 
clude  in  its  rates  a  surcharge  to  reflect 
the  unrecovered  Purchased  Gas  Cost  Ac¬ 
count  and  flow  through  of  supplier  re¬ 
funds;  and,  (3)  to  include  a  Research 
and  Developmoit  cost  adjustment. 

The  proposed  revised  tariff  sheets  re¬ 
flect  sm  annual  decrease  of  $20.1  million 
in  revenues  from  the  revenues  that  would 
have  been  generated  under  the  rates  as 
originally  flled  April  16,  1975.  The  sur- 
'  charge  of  0.16^/Mcf  would  be  in  effect 
November  1, 1975  through  April  30,  1976. 
The  R&D  Cost  Adjustment  is  0.04^/Mcf . 

The  rates  contained  in  Seventh  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  Nos.  8  and  9  would  generate 
$10.4  million  over  the  rates  contained  in 


Sixth  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  8  and  9  filed 
September  2, 1975  for  effectiveness  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1975. 

Consolidated  requests  a  waiver  of  any 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Regnila- 
tions  as  may  be  required  to  permit  the 
proposed  rates  to  b^me  effective. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
Consolidated’s  jurisdictional  customers, 
as  well  as  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  persons  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  October  24,  1975.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28633  Filed  10-23-75;8:45  am] 
-  \ 

[Docket  Noe.  RI76-39  and  RI76-40] 

JURISDICTIONAL  SALES  OF  NATURAL 
GAS  , 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus¬ 
pension  of  ^posed  Changes  in  Rates, 
and  Allowing  Rate  Changes  To  Become 
Effective  Subject  to  Refund  ^  and  Dis¬ 
missing  as  Unnecessary  Certain  Filings 

October  15,  1975. 

Respondents  have  filed  proposed 
changes  in  rates  and  charges  for  juris¬ 


^Does  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 


dictional  sales  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  A  hereof. 

The  purposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  consistent  with  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  hearings  regarding  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  changes,  and  that  the 
supplements  herein  be  suspended  and 
their  use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15,  the  regulations  pertaining  thereto 
[18  cm.  Chapter  1],  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and'  procedure, 
public  hearings  shall  be  held  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed  changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended  Un¬ 
til”  column.  Each  of  these  supplements 
shall  become  effective,  subject  to  refund, 
as  of  the  expiration  of  the  suspension 
period  without  any  further  action  by  the 
Respondent  or  by  the  Commission.  Each 
Respondent  shall  cmnply  with  the  re¬ 
funding  procedure  required  by  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  1  154.102  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period,  whichever 
is  earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Appbndix  a 


Docket 

Respondent 

Rate 

sched' 

Sup¬ 

ple¬ 

Amount 

Purchaser  and  producing  ares  of 

Date 

fiUng 

Efleetive 

date 

Date 

suspended  • 

Cents  per  McF 

Rate  in 
effect  sub- 
>  iect  to 

No. 

ule 

No. 

ment 

No. 

unniml 

increase 

tenders 

unlnas 

suspended 

until— 

Rate  in  Proposed 
effect  increased 

rate 

refund  in 
docket 
Nos. 

Rnfi-39. 

..  WlUiam  C.  RusseU _ .; 

2 

>  28  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  (New 
Mexioo)  (Rooky  Mountain). 

•  24  3Si— do . .  -- 

$34,067 

18,000 

14,000 

9-15-76  _ ; 

9-16-76  -  ^ _ 

m 

8-16-78 

66.8167 

48.0 

73.86 

68.0  RI74-68. 

fin 

»2S  do _  -  -  . 

9-18-76  _ 

8-19-76 

46.76 

6a  75 

RT76-40 

•8 

9-15-75  _ _ _ 

(0 

(*) 

•55.0 

•  71.50 

•6 

. . . 

9-16-76  ...asj, _ 

66.8167 

78.86 

'Unless  otherwise  stated,  the  pressure  base  Is  15.026  IbHvHi 

*  AppUc^le  to  wells  spudded  on  or  after  Ian.  1, 197S. 

*  Applicable  to  the  Graham  No.  SS  welL 

*  Applicable  to  the  Marron  No.  40  well. 

*  Filing  being  dismissed  as  unnecessary  because  applicant’s  small  producer  certlfi- 
eate  provides  w  the  anthorUatiou  needed  to  collect  the  proposed  rate  without  filing 
a  noUee  of  change. 

*  Sale  being  made  pursuant  to  a  contract  dated  Inly  29,  1975,  which  replaced  the 
basic  Dec.  11, 1961,  contract  which  expired  Inly  1, 1973; 


•  Sale  being  made  pursuant  to  a  contract  datod  Mar.  M,  1972,  which  replaced  the 
basic  Ian.  80, 1954,  contract  which  expired  in  late  1974; 

•  Russell  is  filing  to  cover  his  wells  only  which  are  eovered  by  R.  A  Q.’s  rate 
schedules. 

•  The  pressure  base  is  14.78  IbAi^a; 

•  AccM>ted  as  of  the  date  of  filing  slnoe  the  proposed  rate  Is  in  oonfmnity  with 
oidnion  No.  742. 
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B  Ic  O’s  propoeed  rate  increases  under  Its 
FPC  Gas  Bate  Schedule  Noe.  3  and  5  axe  dis¬ 
missed  as  unnecessary  since  its  small  pro¬ 
ducer  certificate  provides  all  the  authcsriza- 
tion  necessary  for  B  &  G  to  collect  the 
contract  rates  without  the  necessity  of  mak¬ 
ing  filings. 

With  the  exception  of  Bussell’s  propoeed 
rate  filing  imder  Supp.  No.  23  to  his  FPC 
Gas.  Rate  Schedule  No.  2,  which  is  accepted 
for  filing  since  it  is  in  conformity  with  Opin¬ 
ion  No.  742,  Bussell’s  pn^osed  rate  increases 
are  suspended  for  five  months  since  they 
exceed  the  applicable  area  ceiling  rate  es¬ 
tablished  in  Opinion  No.  658. 

[PR  Doc.75-28537  Piled  10-23-75;  8: 45  amj 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE 
FOUNDATION 

ADVISORY  PANEL  TOR  COMPUTER 
SCIENCE  AND  ENGINEERING 

Open  Meeting  * 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
the  National  Science  Foundation  an- 
noimces  the  following  meeting: 

Name.  Advisory  Panel  for  Computer  Sci¬ 
ence  and  Engineering. 

Date.  November  11  and  12, 1975. 
rime.  9:00  am.  to  5:00  .p.m.  each  day. 

Place.  Bm.  321,  National  Science  Founda¬ 
tion,  1800  Q  Street,  NW.  "Washington,  D.C. 
Type  of  meeting.  Open. 

Contact  Person.  Dr.  Kent  K.  Curtis,  Head, 
Computer  Science  Section,  Rm.  339,  National 
Science  Foundation,  Washington,  D.C.  20560, 
telephone  (202)  632-7346. 

Summary  minutes.  May  be  obtained  from 
the  Committee  Management  Coordination 
Staff,  Management  Analysis  Office  Rm.  248, 
National  Science  Foundation,  Washington, 
D.C.  20550. 

Purpose  of  Advisory  Panel.  To  provide  ad¬ 
vice  and  counsel  concerning  the  status  and 
new  directions  of  ccanputer  science  and  engi¬ 
neering  research. 

Novimbeb  11 

Agenda 

9:00  am.  Introduction 
9:30  am.  Review:  Software  and  Program¬ 
ming  Systems  Program.  Software  Quality  Re¬ 
search  Program. 

NovncBER  12 

9:00  a.m.  Overview  of  NSF  Programs  in 
Computer  Science. 

10:30  am.  Continuation  of  Review  of 
Software  and  Programming.  Systems  Pro¬ 
gram  and  Software  Quality  Beseareh 
Program. 

1 :30  pm.  NSF  Reorganization. 

2:30  pm.  Further  discussion  of  agenda 
Items. 

Gail  A.  McHenry, 
/Lcting  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

October  21,  1975. 

(PR  Doc.75-28636  FUed  10-23-75;8:45  am) 


INTERNATIONAL  DECADE  OF  OCEAN  EX¬ 
PLORATION  PROPOSAL  REVIEW  PANEL 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463,  ttie 
National  Science  Foundation  announces 
the  following  meeting: 

Name.  IntMuatlonal  Decade  of  Ocean  Bx- 
ploration  Proposal  Review  Panel. 


Date.  November  11  through  13,  1975. 
rime.  8:30  am.  each  day. 

Place.  Bm.  643,  National  Science  Founda¬ 
tion,  1800  G  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Type  of  Meeting.  Closed. 

Contact  Person.  Mr.  Feenan  D.  Jennings, 
Head.  Office  for  the  International  Decade  of 
Ocean  Exploration,  Rm.  1214,  National  Sci¬ 
ence  Foundation,  Washington,  D.C.  20550, 
telephone  (202)  632-7366. 

Purpose  of  Panel.  To  provide  advice  and 
recommendations  concerning  support  of  re- 
sear(^  by  programs  of  the  Office  for  the  Inter¬ 
national  Decade  of  Ocean  Exploration. 

Agenda.  Review  and  evaluate  research 
proposals. 

Reason  for  Closing.  ’The  proposals  being 
reviewed  contain  information  of  a  prc^rietary 
CHT  confidential  nature,  including  technical 
infcHrmatlon;  financial  data,  such  as  salaries; 
and  personal  information  cmiceming  indi¬ 
viduals  associated  with  the  proposals.  These 
matters  are  within  the  exemptions  of  5  U.S.C. 
552(b).  (4),  (5), and  (6). 

Authority  to  close  meeting.  The  determina¬ 
tion  made  on  February  21,  1976,  by  the 
Dlrectfw  of  the  National  Science  Foundation 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  section  10(d)  of 
Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Gail  A.  McHenry, 

Acting  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

October  21, 1975. 

|FB  Doc.75-28635  FUed  10-23-75;8:45  am] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  50-443,  50-4441 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF  NEW 

HAMPSHIRE,  ET  AL,  (SEABROOK  STA¬ 
TION,  UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Reconstitution  of  Board 

Daniel  M.  Head,  Esq.,  was  Chairman 
of  the  Atomic  l^ety  and  Licensing 
Board  for  the  above  proceeding.  Mr. 
Head  is  resigning  from  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  Panel  and  there¬ 
fore  is  unable  to  continue  his  service  on 
this  Board. 

Accordingly,  John  M.  Frysiak,  Esq., 
whose  address  is  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  PaneL  U.S.  Nuclear  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  is  appointed  Chairman  of  this 
Board.  Reconstitution  of  the  Board  in 
tills  manner  is  In  accordance  with  the 
Rules  of  Practice  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  22d  day 
of  October  1975. 

Jaiks  R.  Yore, 

Acting  Chairman,  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  Panel. 

[FR  Doc.76-28772  FUed  10-23-76:8:46  »m] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-160,  50-513] 

WASHINGTON  PUBUC  POWER  SUPPLY 
SYSTEM.  (WPPSS  NUCLEAR  PROJECT 
NOS.  1  AND  4) 

Reconstitution  of  Board 

Daniel  M.  Head.  Esq.,  was  Chairman 
of  the  Atrxnic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  for  the  above  proceeding.  Mr. 
Head  Is  resigning  from  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Ucensing  Board  Panel  and  therefore 
is  unable  to  continue  his  service  on  this 
Board. 


Accordingly,  Margaret  M.  Laurence, 
Esq.,  whose  address  is  Laurence.  Stokes 
It  Neilan,  2001  Jefterson  Davis  Highway, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22202,  is  appointed 
Chairman  of  this  Board.  Reconstitution 
of  the  Board  in  this  manner  is  hi  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Rules  of  Practice  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  22nd  day 
of  October  1975. 

James  R.  York, 

Acting  Chairman,  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  Panel. 

[FR  Doc.75-28773  FUed  10-23-75;8:45  am] 


POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  MC7S-1] 

MAIL  CLASSmCATION  SCHEDULE,  1973 

Formal  Conference  end  Tentattive 
Scheduling  of  Hearing 

October  21,  1973. 

Notice  is  herd;>y  given  that  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  has  scheduled  a 
formal  conference  on  Tuesday,  Octo¬ 
ber  28,  1975,  at  10:00  aon.,  in  the  hear¬ 
ing  room  of  the  Postal  Rate  Commis¬ 
sion.  2000  L  Street,  NW.;  Washington, 
D.C.,  to  consider: 

(1)  The  status  of  the  settlement  nego¬ 
tiations  in  Phase  I;  and. 

(2)  A  progress  report  on  Phase  m. 

The  parties  are  notified  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  set  a  deadline  of  Wednesday, 
November  12. 1975.  for  the  submission  of 
a  Phase  I  settlement  agreement  to  the 
Commission.  If  no  such  document  is  sub¬ 
mitted,  the  hearing  will  resume  on  Mon¬ 
day,  November  17. 1975,  at  10  a  on..  In  the 
Postal  Rate  Commission  hearing  room. 

James  R.  Lindsat, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.75-28783  FUed  10-23-75;8:45  am] 

POSTAL  SERVICE 
POSTAGE  RATES  AND  FEES 
Propooad  Changes 

Corrections 

In  FR  Doc.  75-27021  appearing  at  page 
47589  in  the  issue  of  Thursday.  October  9, 
1975,  the  following  corrections  are  made: 

1.  On  page  47590,  in  Table  A-II.  foot¬ 
note  2  should  read:  “Under  tanporary 
rates  the  pngposed  exceptkm  in  footnote 
1  is  wplicaUe.” 

2.  On  page  47593,  in  Table  E-1,  Pro¬ 
posed  fun  rates: 

(a)  The  pound  rate  categm*y  67,  zones 
1  and  2.  should  read  “$5.4S”  Instead  of 
“$5.54’*. 

(b)  The  aeomid  sentence  of  footnote 
1  dmuld  be  deleted. 

(39  U.8.C.  401) 

ROGSaP.CRAXC. 

Deputy  General  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.75-28637  Piled  10-23-75;8:46  am] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pll©  No.  600-1] 

BBI,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

October  20,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  BBI,  Inc.  being  traded  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
is  required  in  the  public  interest  and  for 
the  protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  12  (k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  sus¬ 
pended.  for  the  period  from  October  21, 
1975  through  October  30, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-28684  Piled  10-23-75;8:45  am] 


[Pile  No.  500-1] 

ROYAL  PROPERTIES  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

October  17,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Royal  Properties  Incorporated 
being  traded  otherwise  ^than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  is  required  in 
the  public  interest  and  for  the  protection 
of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  12  (k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  October  20, 
1975  through  October  29, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-28685  Piled  10-23-76;8:46  am] 


SEC  REPORT  COORDINATING  GROUP 
(ADVISORY) 

Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub. 
L.  92-463,  86  Stat.  770,  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  announces  a  pub¬ 
lic  advisory  committM  meeting. 

The  Commission’s  Report  Coordinating 
Group  (Advisory)  will  hold  a  meeting  on 
November  17,  1975  at  55  Water  Street, 
Twenty-third  Floor,  New  York,  New 
York.  The  meeting  will  commence  at  10 
a.m.  local  time  and  will  be  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  discussing  the  development  of  the 
FOCUS  Report  of  financial  and  opera¬ 
tional  information,  simplified  trading 
forms  and  assessment  forms,  and  related 
topics. 

The  Group’s  meetings  are  open  to  the 
public.  Any  interested  person  may  attend 
and  appear  before  or  file  statements  with 


the  advisory  committee.  Said  statements. 

If  in  written  form,  may  be  hied  before 
or  after  the  meeting.  Oral  statements 
shall  be  made  at  the  time  and  in  the  man¬ 
ner  permitted  by  the  Report  Coordinat¬ 
ing  Group. 

The  Report  Coordinating  Group  was 
formed  to  assist  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
veloping  a  coherent,  industry-wide,  co¬ 
ordinated  reporting  system.  In  carrying 
out  this  objective,  the  Report  Coordinat¬ 
ing  Group  is  to  review  all  reports,  forms 
and  similar  materials  required  of  broker- 
dealers  by  the  Commission,  the  self-regu¬ 
latory  community  and  others.  The  Group 
is  advising  the  Commission  on  such  mat¬ 
ters  as  eliminating  unnecessary  duplica¬ 
tion  in  reporting,  reducing  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  where  feasible,  and  develop¬ 
ing  the  FOCUS  Report  of  hnancial  and 
operational  information.  (Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  .Release  No.  10612;  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Release  No.  10959;  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  11140;  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
11149.) 

Information  concerning  the  meeting, 
including  the  procedures  for  submitting 
statements  to  the  Group,  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  contacting:  Mr.  Daniel  J.  PU- 
iero  II,  Secretary,  SEC  Report  Coordi¬ 
nating  Group  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commisison,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

October  17, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-28683  Filed  10-23-75:8:45  am] 


[File  No.  24C-3585] 

SABER  CORP. 

Order  Temporarily  Suspending  Exemption, 
Statement  of  Reasons  Therefor,  and 
Notice  of  Opportunity  for  Hearing 

October  20,  1975. 

I.  Saber  Corporation  (“Saber”) ,  a 
Minnesota  corporation  organized  on 
November  10,  1971,  with  offices  located 
at  7324  36th  Avenue  North,  Minneapolis 
Minnesota,  filed  with  the  Commission  on 
April  11,  1973,  a  Form  1-A  Notification 
with  attached  exhibits,  including  an  of¬ 
fering  circular  for  the  purpose  of  obtain¬ 
ing  an  exemption  from  the  registration 
requirements  of  the  Securities  Act  bf  1933 
pursuant  to  Section  3(b)  thereof  and 
Regulation  A  thereunder  relating  to  a 
proposed  offering  of  500,000  shares  of 
common  stock,  l()f^  par  value,  at  50^  per 
share,  for  an  aggregate  amoimt  of  $250,- 
000.  The  offering  commenced  on  July  5, 
1973,  and  was  completed  on  October  31, 
1973. 

n.  ’The  Commission,  on  the  basis  of 
information  reported  by  the  staff,  has 
reason  to  believe  that: 

A.  The  offering  circular  contains  un¬ 
true  statements  of  material  facts  neces>- 
sary  in  order  to  make  the  statements 
made,  in  light  of  the  circumstances  under 
which  they  were  made,  not  misleading, 
particularly  with  respect  to: 

1.  Failure  to  disclose  that  Saber  was  In 
default  under  its  contract  of  purchase  for 
the  Breeze  Campgroimd ; 


2.  Failure  to  disclose  that  no  tiUe  other 
than  a  10-year  lease  could  be  obtained 
from  the  State  of  Minnesota  for  1200 
feet  of  shoreline  property. 

3.  Failure  to  dl^lose  the  existence  of  a- 
$20,000  loan  from  the  American  National 
Bank  of  St.  Paul,  Minnesota,  to  Saber. 

4.  The  filing  of  an  application  with  the 
Minnesota  Department  of  Health  for  a 
permit  to  operate  one  of  its  campgrounds. 

B.  The  terms  and  conditions  of  Regula¬ 
tion  A  have  not  been  met  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  respects: 

The  offering  circular  was  not  amended 
to  disclose  the  default  on  the  Breeze 
Campground  contract  of  purchase;  and 
to  disclose  the  $20,000  loan  to  the  issuer. 

C.  The  offering  was  made  in  violation 
of  Section  17  of  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933,  as  amended. 

III.  It  appearing  to  the  Commission 
that  it  is  in  the  public  interest  and  for 
the  protection  of  investors  that  the  ex¬ 
emption  of  the  issuer  imder  Regulation 
A  be  temporarily  suspended. 

It  is  Ordered,  Pursuant  to  Rule  261(a) 
of  the  general  rules  and  regulations  un¬ 
der  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  that  the  exemption  of  the 
issuer  imder  Regulation  A  be,  and  hereby 
is,  temporarily  suspended; 

It  is  further  ordered.  Pursuant  to  Rule 
7  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice, 
that  the  issuer  file  an  answer  to  the  al¬ 
legations  contained  in  this  order  within 
thirty  days  of  the  entry  thereof ; 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  person 
having  any  interest  in  the  matter  may 
file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
a  written  request  for  a  hearing  within 
thirty  days  after  the  entry  of  this  order; 
that  within  twenty  days  after  receipt  of 
such  request  the  Commission  will,  or  at 
any  time  upon  its  own  motion  may,  set 
the  matter  down  for  a  hearing  at  a  place 
to  be  designated  by  the  Commission  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  whether  this 
order  of  suspension  should  be  vacated 
or  made  permanent,  without  prejudice, 
however,  to  the  consideration  and  pres¬ 
entation  of  additional  matters  at  the 
hearing;  and  that  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  for  the  said  hearing  will  be 
proihplly  given  by  the  Commission.  If  no 
hearing  is  requested  and  none  is  ordered 
by  the  Commission,  the  order  shall  be¬ 
come  permanent  on  the  thirtieth  day 
after  its  entry  and  shall  remain  in  effect 
unless  it  is  modified  or  vacated  by  the 
Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28687  Filed  10-23-75;8:45  am] 


[31-688] 

ST.  REGIS  PAPER  CO. 

Filing  of  Application  for  Exemption 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  St.  Regis 
Paper  Company,  150  East  42nd  Street, 
New  York,  New  York  10017,  (“St. 
Regis”) ,  a  holding  company,  has  filed  an 
application  and  an  amendment  thereto 
with  this  Commission  for  an  exemption 
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toT  itself  and  its  two  electric  utility  sub¬ 
sidiaries,  Nnrth  Westom  Pulp  &  Power 
Ltd.  (“North  Western”)  and  The  Mon¬ 
tana  Light  and  Power  Cknnpany  (“Mon¬ 
tana”)  under  sections  S(a)  (3)  and  3(a) 

(5)  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  C(Hn- 
pany  Act  of  1935  (“Act”)  and  rule  7 
promulgated  thereunder  as  applicable  to 
the  proposed  transaction.  All  Interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application, 
as  amended,  which  is  summarized  be¬ 
low,  for  a  complete  statement  of  the  pro¬ 
pose  transaction. 

St.  Regis,  a  New  York  corporation,  is 
primarily  engaged  in  the  paper,  pulp, 
and  lumber  industries  and  operations  re¬ 
lated  to  forest  products  through  the 
ownership  of  21  active  subsidiary  com¬ 
panies  and  other  affiliated  c(Hnpanies.  Of 
these  subsidiaries,  only  two.  North 
Western  .and  Montana,  own  and  operate 
facilities' used  iac  the  generation,  trans¬ 
mission,  or  distribution  of  electric 
energy. 

North  Western,  wholly-owned  by  St. 
Regis,  was  created  under  the  laws  of  the 
Province  (rf  Alberta,  Canada,  and  carries 
on  an  industrial  business,  the  production 
and  sale  of  bleached  kraft  pulp,  the  raw 
material  from  which  kraft  paper  and 
board  are  made.  All  production  is  car¬ 
ried  on  at  North  Western’s  mill  located 
in  Hinton.  Alberta,  Canada.  A  steam- 
electric  generating  plant  that  supplies 
the  needs  of  the  mill  for  both  electric  en¬ 
ergy  and  process  steam  is  situated  ad¬ 
jacent  to  the  mill.  Under  current  opera¬ 
tions,  an  the  steam  and  vlrtuaUy  aU  the 
dectric  energy  produced  by  the  plant, 
which  has  no  transmission  facilities,  are 
consmned  by  the  miU.  In  1974,  North 
Western  coUected  revenues  of  $57,802,369 
from  its  Industrial  business.  In  1973, 
North  Westmi  sold  10,000  KWH  as  an 
emergency  backup  to  the  utility  that 
provides  local  electric  service  in  Hinton 
for  a  total  sales  price  of  $150.  In  1974, 
North  Western  made  no  sales  of  electric 
energy. 

Montana,  a  wholly-owned  Montana 
subsidiary  of  St.  Regis,  operates  in  Troy 
and  Libby,  Montana,  providing  the  elec¬ 
tric  and  steam  eno'gy  for  the  parent’s 
facilities.  Approximately  two-thirds  of 
Montana’s  generation  is  purchased  by 
the  parent  directly.  Of  the  remaining 
(me-thlrd,  one-half  is  sold  directly  to  (me 
regular  industrial  customer  near  Libby. 
The  balance  Is  distributed  by  Mon¬ 
tana  in  the  conummity  of  Troy,  whose 
only  substantial  local  enterprise  is  St. 
Re^.  Surplus  power  sales  are  sold  to 
Pacific  Power  &  Light  Company  (“Pa¬ 
cific”)  ,  the  adjacent  electric  utility,  \m- 
der  an  interchange  agreement.  For  the 
year  1974,  the  net  energy  available  for 
sale  by  Montana  was  49,032,020  KWH 
($386,196.51)  of  which  37,710,420  KWH 
($271,515.02)  were  purcha^  directly  by 
St.  Regis,  7,036,600  KWH  ($107,172.62) 
were  distributed  in  Troy  and  4,285,000 
KWH  ($7,508.82)  wore  sold  as  dump 
power  to  Pacific. 

It  is  stated  that  St.  Regis  is  entitled 
to  exemption  since  it  does  not  engage  in 
the  public  utility  business  and  derives 
no  material  part  of  its  income  fnun  its 
public  utility  subsidiaries.  It  is  further 


stated  that  North  Western  is  not  pri¬ 
marily  a  public  utility  company,  and  that 
its  Incidental  occasional  sales  of  surplus 
^ectric  energy  are  covered  by  Rule  7. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  paid  or  in¬ 
curred  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transaction  are  estimated  at  $750.00.  It 
is  stated  that  no  state  commission  and 
no  federal  commisshm.  other  than  this 
Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over  the 
proposed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Novem¬ 
ber  11,  1975,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact 
or  law  raised  by  said  application,  as 
amended,  which  he  desires  to  controvert; 
or  he  may  request  that  he  be  notified 
if  the  Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  should  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  (air  maU 
if  the  person  being  served  is  located  more 
than  500  miles  from  the  point  of  mail¬ 
ing)  upon  the  ai^licant  at  the  above- 
stated  address,  and  proof  of  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at 
law,  by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with 
the  request.  At  any  time  after  said  date, 
the  application,  as  amended  or  as  it  may 
be  further  amended,  may  be  granted  as 
provided  in  Rule  23  of  the  General  Rules 
and  Regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  or  the  Commission  may  grant  ex¬ 
emption  from  such  rules  as  provided  in 
Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such 
other  action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice 
as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will 
receive  any  notices  and  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[SEAL]  Obokge  a.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[VB  DOC.7S-28686  FUed  10-23-75;8:46  un] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

CONSTRUCTA  INVESTMENT  INC. 

Issuance  of  License  To  Operate  as  a  Small 
Business  investment  (tompany 

On  July  10, 1975,  a  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  30332) 
stating  that  Constructa  Investment  Inc., 
located  at  6430  Sunset  Boulevard,  Holly¬ 
wood,  California  90028,  had  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  with  the  Small  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration  pursuant  to  13  C.F.R.  107.- 
102  (1975)  for  a  license  to  operate  as  a 
small  business  Investment  company  imder 
the  provisions  of  Section  301(d)  of  the 
Small  Business  Investment  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended. 

Interested  parties  ware  given  until  the 
close  of  business  July  25, 1975,  to  submit 
their  comments  to  SBA.  No  comments 
were  received. 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Secti(m  301(d)  of  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amaided, 
after  having  considered  the  application 
and  all  other  pertinent  information,  on 
S^tember  16.  1975,  IffiA  issued  License 
No.  09/09-5185  to  Constructa  Investment 
Inc.,  to  operate  as  a  small  business  in¬ 
vestment  company. 

Dated:  October  17.  1975. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.75-28638  FUed  10-33-75;8:45  am) 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No.  1187; 

Amendment  Nol  1] 

NEW  YORK 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
40  FR  48558)  is  amended  by  adding  Put¬ 
nam  and  adjacent  counUes  within  the 
State  of  New  York,  and  the  time  for 
filing  implications  is  extended  to  Decem¬ 
ber  15,  1975,  for  idiysical  damage  and 
July  14,  1976,  for  ec(m(»nic  Injury. 

Dated:  October  16,  1975. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-28639  Filed  10-23-75;8;45  am) 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1193] 

NEW  YORK 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

Richmond  County,  New  York  consti¬ 
tutes  a  disaster  area  because  of  damage 
resulting  from  severe  storms,  heavy 
rains,  landslides,  and  fioodlng  on  Sep¬ 
tember  22  through  September  27,  1975. 
Eligible  perscms,  firms  and  oiganii^lons 
may  file  implications  for  loans  fmr  physi¬ 
cal  damage  until  the  close  of  business 
on  December  15,  1975,  and  for  economic 
injury  until  the  close  of  business  on 
July  16, 1976,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  26  Federal  Plaza,  Room  3100, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 
or  other  l(x»lly  announced  l(x»Uons. 
Dated:  October  16, 1975. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 
|FR  Doc.75-28640  FUed  10-23-76;8;45  am] 


[Declaration  of  Diaaster  Loan  Area 
1188;  Arndt.  1] 

VIRGINIA 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 
In  addition  to  previously  declared 
counties  (See  40  FR  48558)  Prince  Wil- 
Uam,  and  adjacent  counties  within  the 
State  of  Virginia  constitute  a  disaster 
area  because  of  damage  resulting  from 
heavy  rain  and  fioodlng  on  September  22 
through  26,  1975.  Eligible  persons,  firms 
and  organizations  may  file  implications 
for  loans  for  physical  damage  until  the 
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close  of  business  on  December  15,  1975 
and  for  economic  injury  until  the  close 
of  business  on  July  14, 1976  at: 

Small  Business  Administration.  District 
Office,  Federal  Building,  Room  3015, 
400  North  Eighth  Street,  Richmond, 
Va.  23241. 

or  other  locally  annoimced  locations. 
Dated:  October  14, 1975. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
AdministjratOT. 
[FR  1)00.75-28641  Filed  10-23-75:8:46  am] 


particular  emphasis  imon  its  potential 
Impact  upon  competitive  enterprises  in 
the  same  area. 

4.  The  competitive  effect  upon  other 
facilities  in  the  same  industry  located  in 
other  areas  (where  such  competition  is 
a  factor) . 

5.  In  the  case  of  applications  involving 
the  establishment  of  branch  plants  or 
facilities,  the  potential  effect  of  such 
new  facilities  on  other  existing  plants  or 
facilities  cH?erated  by  the  applicant. 

All  persons  wishing  to  bring  to  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  any 


information  pertinent  to  the  determina¬ 
tions  which  must  be  made  regarding 
these  applications  are  invited  to  submit 
such  information  in  writing  within  two 
weeks  of  publication  of  this  notice  to: 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Man- 
p)ower,  601  D  Street,  NW,  Washington, 
D.C.  20213. 

'  Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  20th 
day  of  October,  1975.  ' 

Ben  Burdetsky, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Manpower. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Manpower  Administration 

EMPLOYMENT  TRANSFER  AND  BUSI¬ 
NESS  COMPETITION  DETERMINATIONS 
UNDER  THE  RURAL  DEVELOPMENT 
ACT 

Applications 

The  organizations  listed  in  the  attach¬ 
ment  have  applied  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  for  financial  assistance  in  the 
form  of  grants,  loans,  or  loan  guarantees 
in  order  to  establish  or  improve  facilities 
at  the  locations  listed  for  the  purp<»e5 
given  in  the  attached  list.  The  financial 
assistance  would  be  authorized  by  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended,  7  U.S.C.  1924  (b) , 
1932,  or  1942  (b) . 

The  Act  requires  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  to  determine  whether  such  Federal 
assistance  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely  to 
result  in  the  transfer  from  one  area  to 
another  of  any  employment  or  business 
activity  provided  by  operations  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant.  It  is  permissible  to  assist  the 
establishment  of  a  new  branch,  affiliate 
or  subsidiary,  only  if  this  will  not  result 
in  increased  imemployment  in  the  place 
of  present  operations  and  there  is  no  rea¬ 
son  to  believe  the  new  facility  is  being 
established  with  the  intention  of  closing 
down  an  operating  facility. 

The  Act  also  prohibits  such  assistance 
if  the  Secretary  of  Labor  determines  that 
it  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely  to  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  production  of  goods, 
materials,  or  commodities,  or  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  services  or  facilities  in  the  area, 
when  there  is  not  sufficient  demand  for 
such  goods,  materials,  commodities,  serv¬ 
ices,  or  facilities  to  employ  the  efficient 
capacity  of  existing  competitive  commer¬ 
cial  or  industrial  enterprises,  imless  such 
financial  or  other  assistance  will  not  have 
an  adverse  effect  upon  existing  competi¬ 
tive  enterprises  in  the  area. 

The  Secretary  of  Labor’s  review  and 
certification  procedures  are  set  forth  at 
29  CFR  Part  75,  published  January  29, 
1975  (40  FR  4393).  In  determining 
whether  the  applications  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  or  denied,  the  Secretary  will  take 
into  consideration  the  following  factors: 

1.  The  overall  employment  and  imem¬ 
ployment  situation  in  the  local  area  in 
which  the  proposed  facility  will  be 
located. 

2.  Employment  trends  in  the  same  in¬ 
dustry  in  the  local  area. 

3.  The  potential  effect  of  the  new  fa¬ 
cility  upon  the  local  labor  market,  with 


Applications  received  during  the  week  ending  Oct.  17, 1975 


Name  of  applicant 

Location  of  enterprise 

Principal  product  or  activity 

The  Industrial  Development  Board  of  the 
city  of  Florala,  and  Zorn  Brothers,  Inc. 
Harris  Gin  Co.,  Inc . 

Florala,  Ala . 

Soybeans,  peanuts,  com,  and  small  grains 
handiing  and  storage  facility. 

and  clean,  dry,  sell  peanuts. 

Chain  of  retail  stores. 

Manufacture  textile  finishing  machinery, 
cloth  handling  equipment,  and  mili  sewing 
machines. 

Manufacture  fabric  straighteners,  yield  con¬ 
trols  for  textiles,  heat  and  temperature 
controls  for  yam  producers. 

Family  recreational  park. 

Student  housing  for  vocational  school. 

Aluminum  and  vinyl  extrusions  and  thermal 
sliding  glass  doors  and  windows. 

Meat  slaughter  and  processing  plant. 

Bales  and  service  of  farm  equipment. 

Rubbish  containers  and  material  handling 
containers. 

Automated  Energy  Systems,  Inc. . 

Matthews,  N.C . 

Boone  County,  Ind... 

John,  Edward,  James  Sadusky . 

Bee  Cee  Manufacturing  Co . 

Serloin  Shops  of  Waxahachie,  Inc . 

.  Staples,  Minn . 

,  Burns  Flat,  Okla . 

Waxahachie,  Tex . 

.  Napoleon,  and 

Linton,  N.  Dak. 

,  Coolidge,  Aril . 

[FR  Doc.75-28674  FUed  10-23-75:8:46  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[TA-W-227] 

BAKER  CLOTHES,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  October  14.  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  imder 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  Amalgamated  Cloth¬ 
ing  Workers  of  America,  on  behalf  of  the 
workers  and  former  workers  of  Baker 
Clothes,  Inc.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  (TA-W- 
227). 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
of  International  Labor  Affairs,  has  in¬ 
stituted  an  investigation  as  provided  in 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  men’s  suits, 
sport  coats  and  slacks  produced  by  Baker 
Clothes,  Inc.,  or  an  appropriate  sub¬ 
division  thereof' have  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or 
production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  and  to  the  actual  or  threatened 
total  or  partial  separation  of  a  signifi¬ 
cant  number  or  proportion  of  the  work¬ 
ers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The  in¬ 
vestigation  will  further  relate,  as  appro¬ 
priate,  to  the  determination  of  the  date 
on  which  total  or  partial  separations  be¬ 
gan  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the  sub¬ 
division  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 


Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified 
as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  under  ’Title  n.  Chapter  2,  of  the 
Act  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  ’Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  on  or  before 
November  3, 1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  csuse  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.75-28711  FUed  10-23-75:8:45  am] 


[TA-W-228] 

B  &  G  SILVERMAN,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  October  14,  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  Amalgamated  Cloth- 
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Ing  Workers  of  America,  on  behalf  of  the 
workers  and  former  workos  of  B  ti  O 
SflTennan,  Inc.,  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl- 
▼ania  (TA-W-228) . 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director.  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
of  hitemational  Labor  Affairs,  has  in¬ 
stituted  an  investigation  as  provided  in 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  ccunpetitive  with  men’s  suits  and 
sport  coats  produced  by  B  6  G  Silver- 
man,  Inc.,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or  production, 
or  both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and 
to  the  actual  or  threatened  total  or  par¬ 
tial  sQ)aration  of  a  significant  niunber  or 
pr(HK>rtlon  of  the  workers  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision.  The  investigation  will  fa¬ 
ther  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threatened 
to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved.  A  group  meeting  the  dlgibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  spply  for 
adjustment  assistance  tinder  Title  n. 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  (TFR 
Pftrt  90 

Pursuant  to  29  CFfl  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  Interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  investigation  may  reqtiest  a  public 
hetuing,  provided  such  request  is  filed 
in  writing  with  the  Acting  IXrector,  OtBce 
ef  Trade  Adjustment  Asristance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  S,  1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Btireau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
Srd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  N.W., 
Wadilngtcm,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washinghm,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Maicvih  M.  Fooks, 
Aetinff  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

{FB  Ooc.75-28712  Filed  10-23-75;  8: 45  un] 


(TA-W-2841 

JOSEPH  H.  COHEN.  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli- 
gibi^  To  Ap^  for  Worker  Adjustment 
AKistanoe 

On  October  14,  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  imder 
Section  231(a>  of  tbe  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  Amalgamated  Cloth¬ 
ing  Work«rs  of  America,  on  behalf  of  the 
workers  and  former  workers  of  Joseph  H. 
Cohen.  Inc.,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania 
(TA-W-284). 

Acoordingly,  the  AcUng  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
of  IntmiaUrxial  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation  as  provided  in  Sec¬ 


tion  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFB  80J2. 

The  purpose  of  the  tayestigatkm  is  to 
determine  whether  absoilute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  or 
directiy  competitive  with  men’s  clothing 
produced  hy  Jos^fix  H.  Cohen.  Inc.,  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have  con- 
tribated  Importantly  to  an  absolute  de¬ 
cline  in  sales  or  productiohj  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual 
or  threatened  total  or  partial  separation 
of  a  significant  nxnnber  or  proportion  of 
the  workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision. 
The  investigation  will  furth^  relate,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  whi^  total  (m:  partial  separations 
began  or  threatoxed  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified 
as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title.n,  Chai^r  2,  of  the  Act 
in  accordaixce  vtith  the  provisions  of  Sub¬ 
part  B  of  29  CFB  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CTB  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  Interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  Investlgatkm  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed 
ill  wrltiixg  with  the  Acting  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at 
the  address  shown  below,  on  or  befmre 
November  S,  1975. 

The  petition  filed  In  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspectkm  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  DirecUu:.  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Affairs,  UB.  Department  of 
Labor.  Srd  St.  and  Oonstituticm  Ave., 
N.Wn  Washington.  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

(FB  Doc.76-28713  FUed  10-23-75:8:45  am] 


ITA-W-228] 

CROSS  COUNTRY  CLOTHES,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  ef  Eli- 
^bllRy  To  Apply  for  Woikar  AcQustmant 
Assistance 

On  October  14.  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  p(^tion  filed  under 
SMtion  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act")  by  the  Amalgamated  CSotix- 
ing  Workers  of  America,  on  behalf  of  the 
workers  and  former  workers  of  Cross 
Country  Clothes,  Inc.,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  (TA-W-229) .  Accordinsdy. 
the  Acting  Director,  Office  ot  Trade  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance,  Biaceau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an 
investigation  as  provided  in  Section  221 
(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFB  90.12. 

TTxe  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
detormlne  whethor  absi^te  or  r^ative 
Increases  of  Imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  menu  salts  and 
outer  wear  produced  tv  Cross  Country 
Clothes.  Inc.,  or  an  appropriate  subdivi¬ 
sion  thereof  have  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or 


production,  ar  both,  of  such  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  Slid  to  the  actual  or  threatened 
total  or  partial  separation  of  a  signifi¬ 
cant  numba:  or  praNxrtion  of  the  work¬ 
ers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The  in¬ 
vestigation  win  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separations 
began  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  Involved.  A  group 
nxeetiixg  the  disunity  requlreixxents  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified  as 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  n.  Chapter  2,  of  the 
Act  In  accordance  with  the  provisimxs  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFB  90J.3.  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request 
is  filed  in  writing  with  the  Acting  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assist¬ 
ance.  at  the  address  shown  below,  on  or 
before  November  3.  1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  ixxspecUmx  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  UB.  D^xartmeixt  of  Labor, 
Srd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

'Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Astfstanee. 

(FB  Doc.75-28714  PUed  10-28-75:8:45  «ml 


ITAr-W-a33] 

GENTRY  CLOTHING  00. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibly  To  Apy  for  Yforker  At^ustment 
Assistanoe 

On  October  14,  1975.  the  D^^artment 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 
Section  221  (a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  Amalgamated  Cloth¬ 
ing  Workers  of  America,  on  behalf  of  the 
workers  and  former  workers  of  Gentry 
Clothing  (Tonmany.  PhOaddplfia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  (TA-W-223).  According,  the 
Acting  Director.  CMBce  of  ’Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an  investi¬ 
gation  as  provided  in  Section  221(a)  of 
the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
detamlne  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  men’s  clothing 
and  sportswear  produced  by  Gentry 
caotixing  Company,  or  an  appropriate 
subdivision  thereof  have  contributed  Im¬ 
portantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales 
or  production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or  threat¬ 
ened  total  or  partial  separation  a  sig¬ 
nificant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  stdxttvlsicm.  The 
investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separations 
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begran  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  cerOfled  as 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment, assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  n,  Chapter  2,  of  the 
Act  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Acting  Director, 
OfiBce  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  November  3,  1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  n.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975, 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.76-28715  Filed  10-23-76;8:45  am] 


[TA-W-236] 

LOUIS  GOLDSMITH,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  October  14,  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  Amalgamated  Cloth¬ 
ing  Workers  of  America,  on  behalf  of 
the  workers  and  former  workers  of  Louis 
Goldsmith,  Inc.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  (TA¬ 
W-235).  Accordingly,  the  Acting  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assist¬ 
ance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor  Af¬ 
fairs,  has  instituted  an  investigation  as 
provided  in  Section  221(a)  of  the  Act 
and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is 
to  determine  whether  absolute  or  rela¬ 
tive  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  men’s 
clothing  produced  by  Louis  Goldsmith, 
Inc.,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  there¬ 
of  have  contributed  importantly  to  an 
absolute  decline  in  sales  or  production, 
or  both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and 
to  the  actual  or  threatened  total  or  par¬ 
tial  separation  of  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision.  The  investigation  will 
further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the 
determination  of  the  date  on  which 
total  or  partial  separations  began  or 
threatened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision 
of  the  firm  involved.  The  group  meeting 
the  eligibility  requirements  of  Section 
222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified  as  eli¬ 
gible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 


under  Title  n.  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Sub¬ 
part  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  petition¬ 
er  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed 
in  writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at 
the  address  shown  below,  on  or  before 
November  3,  1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Internation¬ 
al  Labor  Affairs,  U-.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.76-28716  Filed  10-23-76:8:46  am] 


tTA-W-239] 

IMPERIAL  CLOTHING  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli- 
gibiiity  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  October  14,  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  imder 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  Amalgamated  Cloth¬ 
ing  Workers  of  America,  on  behalf  of 
the  workers  and  former  workers  of 
Imperial  Clothing  Company,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pennsylvania  (TA-W-239) .  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of 
International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation  as  provided  in 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is 
to  determine  whether  absolute  or  rela¬ 
tive  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  compietitive  with  men’s  suits 
and  sport  coats  produced  by  Imi>erial 
Clothing  Company,  or  an  appropriate 
subdivision  thereof  have  contributed 
importantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  such 
firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  Significant  number  or  proportion  of 
the  workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision. 
The  investigation  will  further  relate,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separations 
began  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified 
as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  ’Title  n.  Chapter  2,  of 
the  Act  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 


Piusuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  ’Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  on  or  before 
November  3, 1975. 

’The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director,  Offfice  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.76-28717  PUed  10-23-75:8:46  am] 


[TA-W-2311 

MAX  GOLDEN  AND  SON,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  October  14,  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  imder 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  Amalgamated  Cloth¬ 
ing  Workers  of  America,  on  behalf  of  the 
workers  and  former  workers  of  Max 
Golden  and  Son,  Inc.,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  (TA-W-231).  Accordingly, 
the  Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Inter¬ 
national  Labor  Affairs,  has  histituted  an 
investigation  as  provided  in  Section 
221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  men’s  cloth¬ 
ing — suits,  sport  coats  produced  by  Max 
Golden  and  Son,  Inc.,  or  an  appropriate 
subdivision  thereof  have  contribute  im¬ 
portantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales 
or  production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or  threat¬ 
ened  total  or  partial  separation  of  a  sig¬ 
nificant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  threaten^  to  begin  and 
the  subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A 
group  meeting  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be 
certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjust- 
moit  assistance  under  Title  n.  Chapter 
2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visicms  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  siffiject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
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hearing,  provided  larfa  request  it  filed 
in  writing  with  the  Acting  Dfaector,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at 
the  address  shown  bdow.  on  or  before 
November  3. 1975. 

The  petition  filed  In  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspection  at  the  Office  the 
Acting  Director.  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance.  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs.  UJS.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  St.  and  Oonstitotion  Ave.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Makvzn  M.  Fooks, 

Acting  Director,  Offloe  of 

Trade  Adfvstment  Axeistance. 

IFR  Doc.75-28718  PUed  10-23-75:8:46  am] 

[TA-W-a37| 

MIDOISHADE  CO,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Oi- 
gibttity  To  Apply  for  Worher  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  October  14..  1975,  the  Departm«it 
of  Labor  received  a  pe^ltkm  filed  under 
Section  221<a)  of  the  TTade  Act  1974 
(“tile  Act”)  by  the  Amalgamated  Cloth¬ 
ing  Workers  of  America,  on  behalf  of  the 
wockm  and  former  wmicers  of  The  Mld- 
dlshade  Company,  Ineorporated,  Ftilla- 
dc^hla,  Pennsylvania  (TA-W-237}.  Ae- 
cordinidy.  the  Acting  Director.  Offloe  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of 
International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  Investigation  as  movkled  to  Sec¬ 
tion  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFTt  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
detennine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directiy  competitive  with  niai‘8  suits  and 
sportcoats  produced  by  The  Middlshade 
Company.  Incorporated,  or  an  apiuxvri- 
ate  sobdivisioii  thereof  have  contributed 
inmortantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production,  or  both,  ot  such  fhm 
or  sabdivisioa  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  nunffier  or  proportion  at  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  wiU  further  relate,  as  ap- 
promiate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
•  date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  tinmtened  to  begin  and 
the  sabdivistonltf  the  firm  involved.  A 
groop  meeting  the  diglbility  require¬ 
ments  oi  Section  222  of  tiie  Act  will  be 
'  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  imder  Title  n.  Cfa^ter 
2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
vi^ns  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CfTt  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  Interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  ad¬ 
dress  shown  bdow,  on  or  before  Novem^ 
ber  3. 1975. 


The  petition  filed  in  this  case  Is  avafl- 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  OC  the 
Acting  Director.  Office  of  Trade  AdMist- 
ment  Assistance,  Buoeau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  at  and  Constitution  Ave.,  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Muvin  M.  Fooks, 

Aetino  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  AdfuUtneat  Aeeiatance. 

[FR  Doc.75-28712  Filed  10-23-75;8:4S  am] 


[TA-W-2381 

MODERN  COAT  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eil- 
gibil^  To  Ap^  for  Worker  Atijustnient 
Assistance 

On  October  14,  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  rec^ved  a  petition  filed  under 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
<**the  Act”)  by  the  Amalgamated  Cloth¬ 
ing  Workers  of  America,  on  behidf  of  tiHe 
woikma  and  former  workers  of  Ifodem 
coat  Oompany,  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  (TA-W-238) .  AccoitUngly,  tim  Act¬ 
ing  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistanee,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an  investi¬ 
gation  as  provided  in  Section  221(a)  of 
the  Act  and  29  CFTl  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  stbscdute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  Hke  or 
directly  competitive  with  men’s  leisure 
suits,  sport  coats  and  jackets  produced  by 
Modmn  Coat  Company,  or  an  appro- 
mlate  subdivision  therecff  have  contrfii- 
uted  Inmortantiy  to  an  absolute  dedine 
in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  such 
firm  or  subdiviskm  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  ilumber  or  prc^rtion  of 
the  walkers  of  sudi  firm  or  subdivision. 
The  Investigation  will  further  relate,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separations 
began  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified  as 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist- 
ance  under  Tltie  n.  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act 
in  aooofdaooe  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFB  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  Showing  a  sub- 
stanthil  interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  'Trade  Adjustment  Assistsmce.  at  the 
address  shown  below,  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  8. 1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avafl- 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Offloe  of  the 
Acting  Director.  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  mtemational 
Labor  Affairs.  VJ8.  D^artmentof  Labor, 
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3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  NW^ 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director.  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 
[FB  Doc.75-28720  Filed  10-23-7S;8:45  am] 


[TA-W-236] 

TEPLICK  CLOTHES,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli- 
gibiiity  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  October  14,  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  imder 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  Amalgamated  (Cloth¬ 
ing  Workers  of  America,  on  behsdf  of  the 
workers  and  former  workers  of  Teplick 
Clothes,  Inc.,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania 
(TA-W-236).  Acconfingly,  the  Acting 
Director,  Ofllce  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  has  instituted  an  investigation 
as  provided  in  Section  221(a)  oi  the  Act 
and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  cmnpetitive  with  men’s  suits  and 
sports  coats  produced  by  TepUck  Clothes, 
Inc.,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sal^  or  produc¬ 
tion,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision 
and  to  the  actual  or  threatened  total  or 
partial  separation  of  a  significant  num¬ 
ber  or  proportion  of  the  workers  of  such 
firm  or  subdivision.  ITie  investigation 
will  further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the 
determination  of  the  date  on  which  total 
or  partial  separations  began  or  threat¬ 
ened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the 
firm  involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligi¬ 
bility  requirements  of  Section  222  of  the 
Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n. 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Trsuie  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  on  or  before 
November  3, 1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Affairs,  n.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  tills  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 
[FB  Doc.75-28721  Filed  10-23-75;8:45  am] 


ITA-W-2321 

W.  SEITCHIK  AND  SONS,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  October  14,  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  un¬ 
der  Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974  (“the  Act”)  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  Workers  of  America,  on  behalf 
of  the  workers  and  former  workers  of 
W.  Seitchik  and  Sons,  Inc.,  Philadelphia. 
Pennsylvania  (TA-W-232) .  Accordingly, 
the  Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Inter¬ 
national  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an 
Investigation  as  provided  in  Section  221 
(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  men’s  suits, 
sport  coats,  and  trousers  produced  by 
W.  Seitchik  and  Sons,  Inc.,  or  an  appro¬ 
priate  subdivision  thereof  have  contrib¬ 
uted  importantly  to  an  absolute  decline 
in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  such 
firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  threatened  to  begin  and 
the  subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A 
group  meeting  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be 
certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  imder  Title  n.  Chapter 
2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  pubUc 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed 
in  writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,,  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  3,  1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave., 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FB  Doc.75-28722  FUed  10-23-75;8:45  am] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  issued  by  the  Inhurstate  Oommerce  Com- 


COMMISSION 

I  Arndt.  No.  2;  IXJ.C.  Order  No.  145; 
under  revised  S.O.  No.  994] 

AMERICAN  RAILROAO  ASSOCIATION 

Rerouting  Traffic  or  Diversion  of  Traffic 

Upon  further  consideration  of  I.C.C. 
Order  No.  145  (RI  and  PWD) ,  and  good 
cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  amend- 
145  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  by  sub¬ 
stituting  the  following  paragraph  (g)  for 
paragraph  (g)  thereof: 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  pjn.,  January  15,  1976, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or 
suspended. 

Iti  s  further  ordered.  That  this  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  eff^tive  at  11 :59  pjn.. 
Ocfa^r  15,  1975,  and  that  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agreement 
under  the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and 
upma  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association;  and  that  it  be  filed  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Fedebal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  October  10, 
1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 


mission  or  to  directives  issued  Mr  the  Car 
Service  Division  of  the  Association  of 
Amecican  Railroads,  restricting  the  use 
of  designated  cars. 

Exception  3. — ^This  exemption  shall 
not  apply  to  plain  gondola  cars  ovoied  by 
the  railroads  named  below: 

BurUngtoa  Nortbem  Znc.,  Beporting  Marks; 

BN-CBQ-GN-NP-SPS.i 
The  Central  Railroad  Company  ol  New  Jersey, 
Robert  D.  Timpany,  Trustee,  Reporting 
Marks:  CNJ. 

me  Denver  and  Rio  Grande  Western  Raik 
road  Company,  Reporting  Marks:  DROW. 
Florida  East  Coast  Railway  Con^Mmy,  Re¬ 
porting  Marks:  FEC. 

Grand  Trunk  Western  Railroad  Company, 
Reporting  Marks:  OTW. 
me  Kan.sa«  City  Southern  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  Reporting  Marks:  KCS. 
mmols  Terminal  Railroad  Company,  Re¬ 
porting  Marks:  ITC. 

Inuislana  ft  Arkansas  Railway  Company,  Re¬ 
porting  Marks:  LA. 

Maine  Central  Railroad  Company,  Reporting 
Marks;  MEC. 

Mlssouri-Kansas-Texas  Railroad  Company, 
Reporting  Marks:  BKTY-MKT-MKTT. 
Pena  Central  Transportation  Compcmy, 
Robert  W.  Blanchette,  Richard  C.  Bond 
aTMi  John  H.  McArthur,  Trustees,  Report- 
mg  Marks:  PC-PBB-NYC. 

Richmond,  Fredericksburg  and  Potomac 
Railroad  Company,  Reporting  Marks:  RFP. 
Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company,  Reporting 
Marks:  UP. 


[seal!  R.  D.  Pfahler,  Effective  October  16, 1975. 


Agent. 

[Eleventh  Revised  Exemption  No.  99;  Ex 
Fwte  Mo.  241] 

BURLfNGfTON  NORTHERN  INC.  ET  AL 

Exemption  of  Rule  19  of  the  Mandatory 
Car  Sertdce  Rules 


Expires  November  30. 1075. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October 
10,  1975. 

INTESSZATX  COMMERCE 
COMMISSiaN, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 


It  appearing.  That  the  U.S.  railroads  Agent. 

own  numerous  plain  gondolas  less  than  ifrdoc.7&-28751  Filed  io-23-75;8:46  am] 
61  ft.;  that  under  present  conditions, 

there  are  substantial  surpluses  of  these  - 


to  the  railroads  named  below,  shall  be 
exempt  fitmi  the  iwovislons  of  Car  Serv¬ 
ice  Rules  1,  2(a),  and  2(b). 

The  Akron,  Canton  ft  Yotingstown  Railroad 
Con^Mtny,  RepmiJng  Marks:  ACT. 

Atlanta  ft  Saint  Andrews  Bay  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  Reporting  Marks:  A6AB. 

Tba  BalUmore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 
Reporting  Marks:  BO. 

me  Cheaapoake  and  Ohio  Railway  Company, 
Reporting  Marks:  OO-FM. 

Chicago  ft  Eastern  IlHnola  Railroad  Company, 
Reporting  Marks:  C&EI-CEI. 

Elgin,  Joliet  and  Eastern  Railway  Company, 
Reporting  Marks:  EJE. 

Mlssourl-IUlnols  RaQroad  CkHnpany,  Report¬ 
ing  Marks;  Ml. 

Misaourl-ICanaas-Texaa  Railroad  Company, 
Reporting  Marks:  BKTY-MKT. 

Missoiul  Pacific  Railroad  Company,  Report¬ 
ing  Marks:  MP. 

Norfolk  and  Western  Railway  Cmnpany,  Re¬ 
porting  Marks:  NftW-NKP-WAB. 

me  Pittsburgh  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany,  Reporting  Marks:  PftUC. 

Raritan  Elver  Rail  Road  Company,  Reporting 
Marks:  HR. 

flacrameato  Northern  Railway.  Reporting 
Marks:  SH. 

Sierra  Railroad  Company,^  Reporting  Marks : 
SERA. 

Soo  lAne  Railroad  Company,  Reporting 
Marks:  800. 

me  Texas  and  Pactfle  Railway  Company, 
Reporting  Marks:  TftP. 

Tidewater  Southern  Raflway  Company,  Re- 
porting  Marks:  T8. 

WCTU  Railway  Company,  Reporting  Marke: 

western  Maryland  Railway  Company,  Report¬ 
ing  Marks:  WM. 

Effective  October  11, 1975. 

Expires  November  15,  1975. 

Issued  at  Washington.  D.C.,  October  14, 
1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agemt. 


cars  on  the  lines  of  the  car  owners;  that 
return  of  these  cars  to  ^  car  owners 
would  result  in  their  being  stored  idle  on 
these  lines;  that  such  cars  can  be  used 
by  other  carrierB  for  transporting  traffic 
off««d  for  i^pments  to  points  remote 
from  the  car  owners;  and  that  com¬ 
pliance  with  Car  Service  Rules  1  and  2 
prevents  such  use  of  idain  gondolas,  re¬ 
sulting  in  unnecessary  loss  (rf  utilization 
of  such  ears. 

It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule 
19,  plain  gondola  cars  described  in  the 
Official  Railway  Eiquipment^  Register. 
I.C.C.  BJE3R.  No.  396,  Issued  by  W.  J. 
Trezise,  or  successive  issues  thereof,  as 
having  mechanical  designatIcHi  “OA*’, 
“OB’*,  “OD”,  “GH”,  'GS-  and  •H3PW”, 
which  aze  less  ttimn  61  ft.  •  in.  kng.  and 
which  bear  the  reporting  maria  assigned 
to  United  States  Railroads,  shall  be  ex¬ 
empt  from  the  provisions  of  Car  Service 
Rules  1(a) ,  2(a) ,  and  2(b) .  (See  Excep¬ 
tions,  1, 2,  and  3) 

Elxception  Iv— This  exemption  does  not 
supersede  United  States  customs  regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  cms  owned  by  Cana¬ 
dian  or  Mexican  railroads. 

Exception  2. — ^Thls  exemption  ^all 


[FUth  Revlseg  Exemption  No.  90 
Ex  Parte  No.  241] 

AKRON,  CANTON  4  YOUNGSTOWN 
RAILROAD  CO.  ET  AL. 

Exemption  of  the  Mandatory  Car  Service 
Rules 

It  appearing.  That  the  railroads  named 
below  own  numerous  50-ft.  plain  box¬ 
cars;  that  imder  present  conditions  there 
are  substantial  surpluses  of  these  cars 
on  their  lines;  that  return  of  these  cars 
to  the  owners  would  result  In  their  be¬ 
ing  stored  idle;  that  such  cars  can  he 
used  by  other  carriers  tor  tran^xwting 
traffic  offered  for  ^ipraents  to  points 
remote  from  the  car  owners;  and  Uiat 
compiianee  with  Car  Service  Rules  1  and 
2  prevents  such  use  of  these  ecus,  re¬ 
sulting  in  uimecessary  loss  of  utilization 
of  such  cars. 

It  Is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service 
Ride  19.  50-ft.  plain  boxcars  described 
in  the  Official  Railway  Eqtdpment  Reg¬ 
ister,  I.C.C.  R.E.R.  No.  396,  issued  by 
W.  J.  Trezise,  mr  sueeessiTe  issues  thereof, 
as  having  mechanical  designation  “XM”, 
and  bearing  reporting  marks  assigned 


IFR  Doc.75-28746  Filed  10-28-75:8:46  am] 

lAB  1  (Suh-Na  12)  ] 

CHICAGO  AND  NORTH  WESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION  CO. 

Abandotunant  af  Line 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding,  and  of  a 
staff-prepared  environmental  threshold 
assessment  survey  which  is  available  to 
the  phUic  upon  retiuest;  and 

It  appearing.  That  no  enviroiunental 
impact  statement  need  be  issued  in  this 
proceeding  because  this  proceeding  does 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action  sig¬ 
nificantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  enrironinent  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmaital  Policy 
Act  of  19C0.  42  U£.C.  4321,  eC  seq.;  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  applicant  be.  and 
it  is  hereby,  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 
pended  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  Worth  and  Winnebago 
Chmities,  Iowa,  and  Freeboro  COonty, 
Minn.,  on  or  before  November  6,  1975 
and  certify  to  the  Commission  that  this 


not  apply  to  cars  subject  to  service  orders  » Addition. 


has  been  accomplished. 


FEDERAL  REGtSTW,  VOL.  40,  NO.  207— VRIDAY,  OCTOKR  24,  1975 


49832 


NOTICES 


And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  finding  shall  be  given  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  by  depositing  a  copy  of  this 
order  and  the  attached  notice  In  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate  C(Hn- 
merce  CcKiimission,  Washington,  D.C., 
for  public  inspection,  and  by  delivering 
a  copy  of  the  notice  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register,  for  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  notice  to  in¬ 
terested  persons. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  6th 
day  of  October,  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Cwnmissioner 
Brown. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[AB  1  (Sub-No.  12)1 

Chicago  and  North  Western  'ntANSPORTATTON 
Company  Abandonment  Between  Albert 
Lea,  Minnesota,  Ain>  Lake  Muxs,  Iowa, 

IN  Freeborn  County,  Minnesota  and 
Winnebago  and  Worth  Counties,  Iowa 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  6,  1975,  it  has  been  determined  that  the 
proposed  abandonment  by  the  Chicago  and 
North  Western  Transportation  Company  be¬ 
tween  Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  and  Lake  Mills,  Iowa, 
a  distance  of  17.7  miles  in  Freeborn  County, 
Minn,  and  Worth  and  Winnebago  Counties, 
Iowa,  if  approved  by  the  Commission,  does 
not  constitute  a  major  Federal  action  signifi¬ 
cantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  within' the  meaning  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
(NEPA),  42  UB.C.  4321,  et  seq.,  and  that 
preparation  of  a  detailed  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  will  not  be  required  under 
section  4332(2)  (C)  of  the  NEPA. 

It  was  concluded,  among  other  things,  that 
the  environmental  impacts  of  the  proposed 
action  are  considered  insignificant  because 
(1)  the  relatively  small  amount  of  traffic 
moved  over  this  line  can  be  handled  by  motor 
carrier  without  incurring  any  significant  in¬ 
crease  in  air,  water  or  noise  x>ollutlon  in  the 
affected  corridor,  and  (2)  C&NW  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  ^maintain  rail  service  at  Albert  Lea 
and  Emmons,  Minn,  and  Lake  Mills,  Iowa. 
The  Minnesota  Department  of  Natural  Re- 
Bouroes  and  the  Iowa  State  Conservation 
Commission,  in  conjunction  with  the  Winne¬ 
bago  County  Conservation  Board,  have  ex¬ 
pressed  a  desire  to  purchase  the  right-of-way 
from  Albert  Lea  to  Lake  Mills  for  use  as  a 
multipurpose  trail.  The  proposed  land  use 
plans  are  cimsistent  with  one  another.  Both 
states  are  interested  in  acquiring  this  right- 
of-way  to  establish  statewide  systems  of 
recreational  trials  which  will  combine  Iowa’s 
recreational  trail  to  that  of  Minnesota  should 
the  abandonment  be  authorized. 

This  determination  was  based  upon  the 
staff  preparation  and  consideration  of  an 
environmental  threshold  assessment  survey, 
which  is  available  on  request  to  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Office  of  Pro¬ 
ceedings,  Washington,  D.C.  20423;  telephone 
202-343-7966. 

Intwested  persons  may  comment  on  this 
matter  by  filing  their  statements  in  writing 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.,  20423,  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  21,  1976. 

This  negative  environmental  determina¬ 
tion  shall  become  finsd  unless  good  and  suffi¬ 
cient  reason  demonstrating  why  an  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  statement  should  be  preptcred 


for  this  action  is  submitted  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  the  above-specified  date. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-28749  PUed  10-23-75:8:45  am] 

[AB  l7  (Sub-No.  1] 

'  VISALIA  ELECTRIC  RAILROAD  CO. 
Abandonment  of  Line 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding,  and  of  a  staff- 
prepared  environmental  threshold  as¬ 
sessment  survey  which  is  available  to  the 
public  upon  request;  and 

It  appearing.  That  no  environmental 
impact  statement  need  be  issued  in  this 
proceeding  because  this  proceeding  does 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action  sig¬ 
nificantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  hu¬ 
man  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.;  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  applicant  be,  and 
it  is  hereby,  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 
pended  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  Tulare  County,  California, 
on  or  before  November  6,  1975  and  cer¬ 
tify  to  the  Commission  that  this  has  been 
accomplished. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  finding  shall  be  given  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  by  depositing  a  copy  of  this 
order  and  the  attached  notice  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
for  public  inspection,  and  by  delivering 
a  copy  of  the  notice  to  the  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Federal  Register,  for  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  as  notice  to 
interested  persons. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  15th 
day  of  October,  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Brown. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[AB  17  (Sub-No.  1] 

Visalia  Electric  Railroad  Company 
Abandonment  Between  Sequoia  and 
Elderwood,  in  Tulare  County,  Cal¬ 
ifornia 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  dated 
October  15, 1975,  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  proposed  abandonment  by  the 
Visalia  Electric  Railroad  Company  of  its 
line  of  railroad  between  Sequoia  and 
Elderwood,  in  Tulare  County,  Calif.,  a 
distance  of  3.37  miles,  if  approved  by  the 
Commission,  does  not  constitute  a  ma¬ 
jor  Federal  action  significantly  affecting 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
within  the  meaning  of  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA) , 
42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.,  and  that  prepara¬ 
tion  of  a  detailed  environmental  in^iact 
statement  will  not  be  required  under  sec¬ 
tion  4332(2)  (C)  of  the  NEPA. 

It  was  concluded,  among  other  things, 
that  the  environmentsd  impacts  of  the 


proposed  action  are  not  considered  sig¬ 
nificant  because  no  traffic  has  moved 
over  the  line  since  1968  and  there  is  no 
foreseeable  future  demand  for  service 
over  the  line,  no  diversion  of  traffic  from 
rail  to  motor  carrier  will  occur,  and  there 
are  no  development  plans  or  land  use 
policies  in  the  tributary  territory  which 
are  dependent  on  the  availability  of  rail 
service. 

This  determination  was  based  upon 
the  staff  preparation  and  consideration 
of  an  environmental  threshold  assess¬ 
ment  survey,  which  is  available  on  re¬ 
quest  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Office  of  Proceedings, 
Washington,  D.C.  20423;  telephone  202- 
343-7966. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  matter  by  filing  their  statements  in 
writing  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20423,  on 
or  before  November  21,  1975. 

This  negative  environmental  determi¬ 
nation  shall  become  final  unless  good 
and  sufficient  reason  demonstrating  why 
an  environmental  impact  statement 
should  be  prepared  for  this  action  is 
submitted  to  the  Commission  by  the 
above-specified  date. 

fsEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28748  FUed  10-23-75:8:45  am] 


[Corrected  Exemption  No.  104;  Ex  Parte 
No.  241] 

NORFOLK  AND  WESTERN  RAILWAY  CO. 

AND  THE  PITTSBURGH  AND  LAKE  ERIE 

RAILROAD  CO. 

Exemption  of  the  Mandatory  Car  Service 
Rules 

It  appearing.  That  the  Norfolk  and 
Western  Railway  Company  (N&W)  and 
The  Pittsburgh  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Company  (P&LE),  have  each  agreed  to 
the  unrestricted  use  by  the  other  of  its 
plain  gondola  cars  61  ft.  in  length,  or 
greater,  and  that  such  mutual  use  of 
gondola  cars  will  increase  car  utilization 
by  reductions  in  switching  and  move¬ 
ments  of  empty  gondola  cars. 

It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service 
Rule  19,  plain  gondola  cars  described  in 
the  Official  Railway  Equiixnent  Register, 
I.C.C.  R.E.R.  No.  396,  issued  by  W.  J. 
Trezise,  or  successive  Issues  thereof,  as 
having  mechanical  designations  “GA,” 
«GB,”  “QD,”  “OH,”  “GS,”  “GT,”  and 
“GW,”  which  are  61  ft.  in  length,  or 
greater,  which  bear  the  reporting  marks 
listed  herein,  may  be  used  by  the  N&W 
and  P&LE  without  regard  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Car  Service  Rules  1  and  2. 

Repcmiting  Marks 

N&W:  N&W,  NKP,  P&WV,  VGN,  WAB. 

P&L;  P&LE. 

Effective  October  7, 1975. 

Expires  January  15,  1976.* 


1  Ck>rrected  date. 
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Iteued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Octdl)er  7, 
1975. 

iNTnSXSIE  COMMBCI 
COMmSSlOK, 

R.  D.  PrsKLU. 

Agent. 

[TO  Doc.75-2e747  PUed  10-23-75:0:45  am} 


No.  BCC  S9140  (Sub-No.  E280).  filed 
ICay  14, 1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  <3arfleld  Ave.,  W.  Chester.  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  represcntattre:  Ittrry 
Smith  (same  as  abose) .  Authority  sought 
to  oficnte  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
Tdiicle,  oiver  Irregular  routes,  trammort- 
ing:  Road  eanipment  and  pahs,  between 
points  in  Waihingtcm  County,  N.Y.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  New  Jersey  on  and  south 
at  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  Jersey  State  line  and  extending 
akmg  New  Jersey  Highway  73  to  Junctioin 
New  Jersey  Highway  561,  thence  almig 
New  Jersey  Hli^way  561  to  junction  U.8. 
Highway  322,  thence  along  UJEL  Highway 
322  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  559, 
thence  akmg  New  Jersey  Hii^way  559  to 
No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E277),  filed  junction  UJS.  Highway  9,  thence  along 
Bfay  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE,  UH.  Highway  9  to  junction  New  Jersey 
INC.,  200  Garfi^  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa.  Highway  52,  thmee  along  New  Jersey 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry  Highway  52  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  soue^t  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo-  gat^ay  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 
tor  vehicle  over  irrepilar  routes,  traM- 

AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 

betwMn  potato  in  Greene  County,  N^.  ^  Garfidd  Ave.,  W.  Chester.  Pa 

on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  •  t.  t: 

potato  in  that  part  of  New  Jersey  iii 

Salem  and  Cumberland  Counties.  The  ®*bltb  (rame  as  above) .  Authoi'l^>  sought 
purpose  of  this  flllna  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square.  Pa. 


[Notice  No.  894]  gateway  h»ein  described  may  be  fikd 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS  Interstate  Cmnmerce  Commis- 

.rn.  «u  enne  s**®  ^  bcfoTC  Novouber  3,  1975.  A 

CX:tober  21, 1975.  ^opy  must  also  be  served  upon  applicant 
Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postaone-  or  its  representative.  Protests  against  the 
ment,  cancdlatlon  or  oral  argument  ap-  elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not  operate 
pear  below  and  wffl  be  published  (mly  to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
once.  This  list  .contains  prospective  as-  operation. 

signmento  only  and  does  not  include  Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
cases  iMreviously  assigned  hearing  dates,  same  carrier  under  these  rules  win  be 
The  hearings  wiU  be  on  the  issues  as  numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket  in  identification.  Protests,  if  any.  must 
of  the  Commissiem.  An  attempt  wUl  be  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  nvuuber. 
made  to  piffilish  notices  of  eanceUation 
of  hearings  as  prompUy  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

UC  53966  Sub  107,  Onves  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
and  MC  123004  Sub  6,  The  Luper  Trans¬ 
portation  Company,  now  assigned  Novem¬ 
ber  3,  1975,  at  Wichita,  Kans.  is  canceled 
and  reassl^ed  for  October  29,  1975,  at 
Wichita,  Kans.,  Rooms  118  &  120,  1412 
South  Main  Street.  Internal  Revenue  Serv¬ 
ice  Building. 

MC  123407  Sub  234,  Bawytx  Transport,  Ine., 
now  assigned  November  11.  1975  at  Dallas, 

Texas;  is  canceled  and  the  appUcatlon  is 
dismissed. 

MC  110988  Sub  322,  Schneider  Tank  Lines, 

Iixc.,  application  dismissed. 

MC  140700  Sub  1,  H.  D.  Walls,  d.bA.  H.  D. 

Walls  Trucking,  now  being  December  18, 

1975,  at  Office  of  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC-P  12210,  Jones  Tr\ick  Lines,  Inc. — Pur¬ 
chase  (Portion) — Shippers  Express,  and 
Shippers  Express — Piirchase  (Portion)  — 

Jones  Truck  Lines,  Inc.,  now  assigned 
November  4,  1975,  at  Memphis,  Tennessee, 
will  be  held  in  the  Quality  Inns,  1400 
l^rlngbrook  Road;  Instead  of  in  Boom  978, 

Federal  OfSce  Building,  167  North  Main 
Street. 

MC  117574  Sub  261,  Dally  Express,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  December  18,  1975,  at  Office 
of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

Washington,  D.C. 

MC  106461  Sob  92,  Herr’s  Motor  Express,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  December  4,  1975,  at 
Office  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

Washingtanc  D.C. 

MC  124796  Sub  145,  Continental  Contract 
Carrier  Corp..  now  being  assigned  Decem¬ 
ber  4,  1975,  at  Office  of  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-28741:  Rled  10-23-75:8:45  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  o<  Gateway  Letter  Notices 
October  21, 1975. 

The  followtag  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion,  al¬ 
leviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini- 
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along  New  Jersey  Highway  70  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  72,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  72  to  ttie  Atlantic 
Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett 
Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E284),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Broome,  Lewis,  and  Oneida  Counties, 
N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  New  Jersey  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-New  Jersey  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  New  Jersey  Highway  413 
to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  541, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  541  to 
junction  New  Jersey  Highway  530,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  530  to  junc¬ 
tion  Ocean  Coimty  line,  thence  along 
Ocean  County  line  to  jimction  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  72,  thence  along  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  72  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  534,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  534  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E285),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
SmiUi  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
points  in  Clinton  County,  N.Y.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  New  Jersey  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  Jersey  State  line  and  extending 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  413  to  jimc- 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  541,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  541  to  junc- 
ti(Xi  n.S.  Highway  206,  thence  along  UJ3. 
Hlediway  206  to  junction  Atlantic  County 
line,  thence  along  the  Atlantic  Coimty 
^  line  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose 
’  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E286),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
SmlUi  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  beWeen 
Essex  Coimty,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  line  and  extending  along  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  73  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway 
30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
junction  New  Jersey  Highway  563,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  563  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  Atlantic  City 
Elxpressway,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Atlantic  City  Expressway  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett  Square, 
Pa. 


No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E287),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Etorry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Franklin  County,  N.Y„  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Jersey  in  Atlantic,  Burlington,  Cam¬ 
den,  Cape  May,  Cumberland,  Glouces¬ 
ter,  and  Salem  Counties.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E288),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
St.  Lawrence  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New 
Jersey  State  line  and  extending  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  518  to  junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  27,  thence  along  New  . 
Jersey  Highway  27  to  junction  Middle¬ 
sex  County  line,  thence  along  Middlesex 
County  line  to  junction  Ocean  County 
line,  thence  along  Ocean  County  line  via 
Lakewood,  N.J.,  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E289),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
points  in  Cortland  County,  N.Y.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  New  Jersey  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  Jersey  State  line  and  extending 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  413  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  541,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  541  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  70,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  70  to  junction 
New  Jersey  Highway  37,  tiience  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  37  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett  Square, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E290),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Ch^ter,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
points  in  Tioga  and  Onondaga  Counties, 
N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  New  Jersey  in  and 
south  of  Burlington  and  Ocean  Counties. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E291),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 


19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Oswego  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  junction  Middlesex  County 
line,  thence  along  the  Middlesex  County 
line  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  33, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  33  to 
junction  New  Jersey  Highway  527,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  527  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  526,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  526  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  9,  th^ce  along  U.S. 
Highway  9  to  junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  88,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  88  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

NO.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E292),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave,,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicants  representative;  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
■  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Jefferson  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  206  to  junctiiHi  Burlington 
County  line,  thence  along  the  Burlington 
County  line  to  junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  528,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  528  to  junction  New  Jersey  H^h- 
way  539,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  539  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway 
530,  thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway 
530  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E293),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Tompkins  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  line  and  extending  along  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  33  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  526,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  526  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  9, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  9  to  junction 
New  Jersey  Highway  88,  thence  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  88  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett  Square, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E294),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
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Cayuga  County,  N.Y..  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  (m  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  ^e  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway 
571,  thence  along  New  Jersey  Highwsty 
571  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  526, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  526  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  9,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  9  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  88,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  88  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E295),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Seneca  CTounty,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hsmd, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  ^e  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  line  and  extending  along  New  Jer¬ 
sey  518,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  518  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway 
27,  thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  27 
to  junction  Middlesex  Coimty  line,  thence 
along  the  Middlesex  Coimty  line  to  jvmc- 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  571,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  571  to  jimc- 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  528,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  528  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  88,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  KUghway  88  to  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett 
Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E296).  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Chemung  Coimty,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  line  and  extending  along  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  546  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  206,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  206 
to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  522, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  522 
to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  537, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  537 
to  junction  New  Jersey  Garden  State 
Parkway,  thence  along  New  Jersey  Gar¬ 
den  State  Parkway  to  junction  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  520,  thence  along  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  520  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E297).  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Yates  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand. 


and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  line  and  extending  along  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  518  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  2*7,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  27  to  junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  522,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  522  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway 
33,  thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  33 
to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  ’The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Kennett  Square.  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E2988),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AppUcant ’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Ontario  and  Schuyler  Counties,  N.Y„  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  New  Jersey  on  and  south 
of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  Jersey  State  Une  and  extending 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  518  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  27,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  27  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  522,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  522  to  junc¬ 
tion  Middlesex  County  Une,  thence  along 
the  Middlesex  County  Une  to  junction 
New  Jersey  Highway  520,  thence  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  520  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett 
Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E299),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Wayne  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  fee  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  Une  and  extending  along  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  518  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  27,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  27  to  junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  522,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  522  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway 
535,  thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway 
535  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  18, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  18  to 
junction  New  Jersey  Highway  520,  thence 
alcHig  New  Jersey  Highway  520  to  the 
Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  fee  gateway  of  Kennett 
Square.  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E300).  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE. 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Steuben  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  Une  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 


way  202  to  juncti(xi  New  Jersey  Highway 
Spur  514,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  Spur  514  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highwt^  514,  thence  along  New  J^^y 
Highway  514  to  juhctiim  Somerset 
County  Une.  thence  alcmg  S(»nerset 
County  Une  to  junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  522,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  522  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway 
535,  thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway 
535  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  527, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  527  to 
junction  New  Jersey  Highway  520,  thence 
al(»ig  New  Jersey  Highway  520  to  fee 
Atlantic  0:ean.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  fee  gateway  of  Kennett 
Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E301).  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Livington  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  fee  other,  points  in  feat 
part  of  New  Jersey  cm  and  south  of  a  Une 
beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New 
Jersey  State  Une  and  extending  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  12  to  junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  Spur  514,  thence  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  Spur  514  to  junction 
New  Jersey  Highway  514,  thence  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  514  to  junction 
Raritan  River,  thence  along  fee  Raritan 
River  to  fee  New  York -New  Jersey  State 
Une.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  fee  gateway  of  Kennett 
Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No:  E302),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE. 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Monroe  County,  N.Y.,  on  fee  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  feat  part  of 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  Une  begin¬ 
ning  at  fee  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  Une  and  extending  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  518  to  junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  27,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  27  to  junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  516,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  516  to  junction  Middle¬ 
sex  County  Une,  thence  along  fee 
MldcUesex  County  Une  via  DuneUen  and 
Rahway,  N.J..  to  fee  New  York-New 
Jersey  State  line.  ’The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  fee  gateway  of 
Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E303),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUBE  PYLE. 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Allegany  and  C^attaraugus  County. 
N.Y.,  on  fee  one  hand,  and,  on  fee  other, 
points  in  feat  part  of  New  Jersey  on  and 
south  of  a  Une  beginning  at  fee  Penn¬ 
sylvania-New  Jersey  State  Une  and  ex- 
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alcms  New  Jersey  Highway  12 
to  Jtmction  UH.  Highway  202.  thence 
along  UJS.  Highway  202  to  Junction  UH. 
Highway  22,  thence  along  UJS.  Highway 
22  to  Junction  New  Jersey  Oarden  State 
Parkway,  thence  along  ^e  New  Jersey 
Garden  State  Parkway  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  280,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
280  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  Business 
1,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  Business 
1  to  the  New  York-New  Jersey  State 
line.  The  piuix)se  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E304),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Wyoming  Coimty,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part 
of  New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beglimlng  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jer¬ 
sey  State  line  and  extending  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  12  to  Jimction  U.S. 
Highway  202,  thence  along  n.S.  High¬ 
way  202  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  22, 
thoice  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Garden  State  Parkway, 
thence  along  the  New  Jersey  Garden 
State  Parkway  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway 
280,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  280  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  Business  1, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  Business  1 
to  the  New  York-New  Jersey  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E305).  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and  parts, 
between  Genessee  County.  N.Y.,  on  the 
one  han^  and.  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  New  Jersey  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  Jersey  State  line  and  extending 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  12  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  514,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  514  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  440,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  440  to  the 
New  York-New  Jersey  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

,No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E306).  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  represoitative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and  parts, 
between  Orleans  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New 
Jersey  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Hifi^i^  202  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  22,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  22  to 
junction 

along  the  Middlesex  County 


Dunellen,  N J.,  and  Rahway,  N.Jm  to  the 
New  York-New  Jersey  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E307).  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith,  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and  parts, 
between  Chautautauqua  County,  N.Y., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  New  Jersey  excluding  those  in  Sussex 
County  and  those  in  Passaic  County 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  287.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E308),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AiHilicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith,  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  cmerate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and  parts, 
between  Erie  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jer¬ 
sey  State  line  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  78  to  junction  Garden 
State  Parkway  via  East  Orange,  N.J.,  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  280,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  280  via  Harri¬ 
son,  N.J.,  to  junction  U.S.  Business  Route 
1,  thence  along  U.S.  Business  Route  1  to 
the  New  Jersey-New  York  State  line  (ex¬ 
cluding  points  in  Warren  County,  N.J.). 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E309),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith,  (smne  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and 
parts,  between  Niagara  County,  N.Y.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  New  Jersey  in  and  south 
of  Hunterdon,  Somerset,  Union,  Essex, 
and  Hudson  excluding  those  points  in 
Hunterdon  and  Somerset  County  north 
of  Interstate  Highway  78  and  those  in 
Essex  County  north  of  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  46.  *1716  purpose  of  this  fili^  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Koinett 
Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E310) ,  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith,  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  opemte  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and 
parts,  between  points  in  the  District  of 
Colmnbia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  Jersey;  Connecti¬ 
cut;  Boston,  Mass.,  and  points  in  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  within  ten  miles  of  Boston 


P«msylvanl»-New  Y(h^  State  line  and 
extendbog  along  New  York  Highway  305 
to  JUDCtkm  New  Yoric  Hla^way  243. 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  243  to 
junction  New  YoA  Highway  08.  thence 
along  New  Yoric  Highway  88  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  78,  thence  along 
New  Yorii  Highway  78  to  junction  U.S. 
ffighway  20A.  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20A  to  junction  UB.  Highway  20, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junc-  > 
tion  New  York  Highway  75,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  75  to  the  United 
States-Canada  International  Boundary 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett 
Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E311),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Aj^Ucant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AiH>licant’s  r^resentative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  (H>erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  toansport- 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
points  in  Delawsure,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  New  York.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E312),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Apidicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative;  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  (H)erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregrular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
points  fai  Calvert,  Anne  Arundel,  Cecil, 
Kent,  Queen  Anne’s,  CaroUn,  Talbot, 
Dorchester,  Wlcwnlco,  Somerset,  and 
-Worcester  Counties,  Md„  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett  Square, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E313),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
IN<3.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (sEune  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and  parts, 
between  points  in  Garrett  Coimty,  Md., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  New  York  on  and 
east  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  York  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Route  17  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  8,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  8  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  12,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
12  to  junction  New  York  Highway  26, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  26  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  3,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  3  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  185,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  185  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  11,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
11  to  junction  New  York  Highway  56, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  56  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  37,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  37  to  the  St. 
Lawrence  River.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 


Mlddlesex  County  Une,  thence 
line  via 


and  in  New  York,  excluding  points  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 


ing  is  to  eUminate  the  gateway  of  Ken¬ 
nett  Square,  Pa. 
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No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E314),  filed 
May  14.  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave„  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith,  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and  parts, 
between  points  in  Allegany  Citounty,  Md., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  New  York  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-New  York  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  New  York  Highway  17  to 
jimction  New  York  Highway  8,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  8  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  12,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  12  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  26,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  26  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  3,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  3  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  185,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  185  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  11, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  jvmc- 
tion  New  York  Highway  56,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  56  to  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence  River.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett 
Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E315).  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester.  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith,  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and  parts, 
between  points  in  Washington  Coimty, 
Md.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  New  York  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  York  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  New  York  Highway  26  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  York  Highway  17,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  17  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  81,  thence  along  U.S,  Highway 
81  to  junction  New  York  Highway  57, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  57  to 
Lake  Ontario.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett 
Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E316).  filed 
May  14i  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Cfiiester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith,  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and  parts, 
between  points  in  Carroll  and  Frederick 
Coimties,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  New 
York  in  and  east  of  Oswego,  Onondaga, 
Cortland,  and  Browne  Counties.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E317),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Aw>licant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith,  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  v^de,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and  parts, 
between  points  in  Howard  County,  Md., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 
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points  in  that  part  of  New  York  on  and 
east  of  a  line  teginning  at  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  York  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  alwig  New  York  Highway  17  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  York  Highway  96,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  96  via  Ithica,  N.Y., 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  via  Geneva,  N.Y., 
to  junction  New  York  Highway  14, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  14  to 
Lake  Ontario.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett 
Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E318),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
IN(3.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Cfiiester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and  parts, 
between  points  in  Montgwnery  County, 
Md.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  New  York  on  and 
etkst  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  York  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  New  York  Highway  282  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  17,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  17  to  jimction 
New  Yoiic  Highway  96,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  96  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  34,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  34  to  jimction  New  York  High¬ 
way  224,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  224  to  junction  New  York  Highway 
14A,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
14A  to  jimction  New  York  Highway  364, 
thence  alcmg  New  York  Highway  364  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  247,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  247  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  20  to  junctiim  New  York  High¬ 
way  332,  th^ce  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  332  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  90, 
thence  along  UJS.  Highway  90  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  490,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  490  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  33,  thence  along  New  Yoi^ 
Highway  33  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  261,  th^ce  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  261  to  Lake  Ontario.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Keimett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E319),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Baltimore  County.  Md.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part 
of  New  York  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State 
line  and  extending  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  17  to  junction  New  York  Highway  96, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  96  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  34,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  34  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  224,  thence  along 
New  Yoik  Highway  224  to  junction 
Chemung-Schuyler  County  line,  thence 
along  the  Chemung-Schuyler  County 
line  to  junction  Schuyler-Steuben  Coun¬ 
ty  line,  thence  along  the  Schuyler-Steu¬ 
ben  County  line  to  junction  New  Tortc 
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Highway  226,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  226  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
15,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to 
junction  New  Yoi^  Highway  401,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  401  to  jimction 
New  York  Highway  36,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  36  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20A,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
20A  to  Lake  Erie.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Ken¬ 
nett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E320),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trtmsport- 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Baltimore,  Md..  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  New  York.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E321),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE. 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Cfiiester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
points  in  Prince  George  County,  Md.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  New  York  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  York  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  15  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  17,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  17  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  36,  thence  along  New  Yoik  High¬ 
way  36  to  junction  New  York  Highway 
408,  thence  along  New  Yortc  Highway 
408  to  junction  New  Yorii  Highway  243, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  243  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  98,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  98  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  39,  thence  along  New 
Yoik  Highway  39  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  438,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  438  to  Lake  Elrle.  The  purpose 
of  this  ^ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E322),  filed 
May  14.  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith,  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and  parts, 
between  Charles  County,  Md.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  New  York  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New 
York  State  line  and  extending  along  New 
York  Highway  19  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  243,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  243  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  98,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
98  to  junction  New  York  Highway  39, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  39  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  438,  thence 
along  New  Yoik  Hifidiway  438  to  Lake 
Erie.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  E^ennett  Square, 
Pa. 
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No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E323),  filed 
May  14. 1974.  ^plicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  206  Clarfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith,  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and  parts, 
between  Harford  and  St.  Marys  Coun¬ 
ties,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  New  York  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
York-Pennsylvania  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  the  Cataraugus-Cliautau- 
qua  County  line  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  39,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  39  to  Lake  Erie.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E324),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Clarfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith,  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and  parts, 
between  points  in  Massachusetts  and 
Rhode  Island,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland, 
and  District  of  Columbia.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E325).  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE. 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith,  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vdiicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and  parts, 
between  points  in  Rhode  Island,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  line  and  extending  along  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  47  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  55,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  55  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  49.  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  49  to  jxmction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  50,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  50  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E328).  filed 
May  14. 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W,  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
points  in  Berkshire  Coimty,  Mass.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Delaware-New  Jersey  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
295  to  junction  New.  Jersey  Highway  49, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  49  to 
junction  New  Jersey  Highwc^  553,  tboice 
alimg  New  Jersey  Highway  553  to  junc- 
tkm  Dividing  Creek,  thence  along  Divid¬ 
ing  Credr  to  the  Delaware  Bay.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 


No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E327).  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Rood  equipment  and  parts,  between 
points  in  Franklin  Coimty,  Mass.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  line  and  extending  along  UJ3.  High¬ 
way  322  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway 
47,  thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  47 
to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  55, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  55  to 
junction  Manantico  Cre^,  thence  along 
Manantico  Creek  to  jimction  Maurice 
River,  thence  along  the  Maurice  River 
to  the  Delaware  Bay.  ’The  purpose  of  this 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Ken¬ 
nett  Square.  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E328).  filed 
May  14.  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  (H>erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Rood  equipment  and  parts,  between 
points  in  Hamp^re,  Hami^en,  and  Wor¬ 
cester  Coimties,  Mass.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New  Jersey 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  322  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  77,  thence  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  77  to  Junction  New 
Jersey  H^hway  49,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  49  to  junction  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  553,  thence  along  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Hlediway  553  to  IMvlding  Creek, 
thence  aloi^  Dividing  Creek  to  the  Dela¬ 
ware  Bay.  The  ptupose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett  Square, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E329),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Rood  equipment  and  parts,  be^een 
points  in  Middlesex  and  Essex  Counties, 
Mass.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New 
Jersey  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  322  to  jimction  New  Jersey 
Highway  47,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  47  to  jimction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  50,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  50  to  the  Atlantic  Ocecm.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  ^iminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E330).  filed 
May  14.  1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  M>Plicant’s  r^resentative  :  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Suffolk.  Norfolk,  Bristol.  Plymouth,  and 


Barnstable  Counties,  Mass.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  ci  New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jer¬ 
sey  State  line  and  extending  almig  New 
Jersey  Highway  42  to  the  jimction  New 
Jersey  Highway  41,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  41  to  junction  New  Jer¬ 
sey  m^way  47,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  47  to  junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  49,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  49  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway 
50,  thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  50 
to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E331).  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
points  in  Connecticut,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E332),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester.  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vdiicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
New  Castle  County,  Del.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  New  Jersey  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New 
Jersey  State  line  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction  U.S. 
lUghway  46,  thence  along  U.S.  mghway 
46  to  the  New  York-New  Jersey  State 
line.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Keimett  Square, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E333).  filed 
May  14, 1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W,  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
points  in  Sussex  County,  Del.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  New  Jersey  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New 
Jersey  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  206  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  68,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  68  to  junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  545,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  545  to  jimction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  530,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  530  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Hghway  70,  thence  along  New  Jm*sey 
Highway  70  to  junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  37,  thence  almig  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  37  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  ’Ihe  pur¬ 
pose  of  ttiis  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Slfi)-No.  E334),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
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INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Eteury 
Smith,  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Road  equipment  and 
parts,  between  points  in  Kent  County, 
Del.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  New  Jersey  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-New  Jersey  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  New  Jersey  Highway  33 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  130,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  130  to  junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  33,  tiience  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  33  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E335),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith,  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and 
parts,  between  Howard  County,  Md.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  New  Jersey  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  Jersey  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  76  to  junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  42,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  42  to  junction  Atlantic 
City  Expressway,  thence  along  the  At¬ 
lantic  City  Expressway  to  junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  536,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  536  to  jimction  New 
Jersey  Highway  561,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  561  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E336),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester.  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
l^nith,  (same  as  £dx>ve) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Road  equipment  and 
parts,  between  Montgomery,  Prince 
Georges,  Charles,  Anne  Arundel,  and 
Calvert  Counties,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part 
of  New  Jersey  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Pennsylvtmla-New 
Jersey  State  line  and  extending  along 
UH.  Highway  76  to  Junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  42,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  42  to  junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  Atlantic  City  Expressway,  thence 
along  the  New  Jersey  Highway  Atlantic 
City  Expressway  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  536,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  536  to  jimcti(m  New  Jersey 
Highway  561,  thence  along  New.  Jersey 
^Elighway  561  to  jimcUon  New  Jersey 
Highway  54,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  54  to  jimction  New  Jersey  Hlidi: 
way  557,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  557  to  junction  Tuckahoe  River, 
thence  along  the  Tuckahoe  River  to 
junction  Cumberland-Atlantic  County 
line,  thence  along  the  Cumberland-At¬ 
lantic  County  line  to  Junction  West 
Creek,  thence  along  West  Creek  to  the 


Delaware  Bay.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  erf  Kennett 
Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E337),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Garrett,  AUegany,  Washington,  Fred¬ 
erick,  and  CarroU  Counties,  Md.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
New  Jersey.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett 
Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E338),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
St.  Mary’s  County,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Jersey  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey 
State  line  and  extending  along  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  322  to  junction  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  47,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  47  to  junction  Maurice  River, 
thence  along  the  Maurice  River  to  the 
Delaware  Bay.  The  purpose  of  this  fiUng 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett 
Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E339),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Rood  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Baltimore,  Harford,  and  Queen  Aime 
Counties,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  New  Jer¬ 
sey  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  line 
and  extending  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  413  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway 
541,  thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway 
541  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  530, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  530  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  206,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  206  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  70,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  70  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  72,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  72  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E340).  filed 
May  14, 1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Baltimore,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  New 
Jersey  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State 
line  and  extending  along  UB.  Highway 
206  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  545, 


thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  545 
to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  545 
Spin,  thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway 
545  Spur  to  junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  528  Spur,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  528  Spur  to  junction  Ocean- 
BurlingUm  County  line,  thence  along  the 
Ocean-Burlington  County  line  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  72,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  72  to  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  fiUng 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kennett 
Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E341),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Kent  County,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  New 
Jersey  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
206  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  545, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  545  to 
junction  New  Jersey  Highway  530,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  530  to  junc¬ 
tion  Ocean-Burlington  County  line, 
thence  along  the  Ocean-Burlington 
County  line  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  72,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  72  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E342).  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AppUcant’s  repres^tative:  H^ury 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
Caroline  Coun^,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Jersey  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  P«ansylvania-New  Jersey 
State  line  and  extending  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  413  to  junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  541,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  541  to  Junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  530,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  530  to  Junction  Ocean- 
Burlington  County  Une,  thence  along  the 
Ocean-Burlington  County  Une  to  the 
Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Ken¬ 
nett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E343),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  AppUcant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vdiicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
’Talbot  County,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Jersey  on  and  north  of  a  Une  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Penns3dvania-New  Jersey 
State  Une  and  extending  along  New 
Jersey  HUdiway  38  to  Junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  530,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  530  to  junctiem  Ocean- 
Burlington  County  Une.  thence  along  the 
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vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport-  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk.  International  Boundary  line.  The  pur- 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between  commodities  requiring  special  equipment,  pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate- 
Dorchester  County,  Md.,  on  the  one  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to  ways  of  Coatesville,  Pa.,  and  points  in 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  other  lading) ,  between  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Pennsylvania  within  ten  miles  thereof, 
part  of  New  Jersey  on  and  north  of  a  No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E129),  filed 

Une  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  August  25.  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

Jersey  State  line  and  extending  along  Points  in  that  part  of  New  YoA  on,  TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Sawer  220  New- 
UB  Highly  76  to  junction  New  Jersey  berry, S.C.  29108.* 

Hlghway  42,  thence  along  New  Jersey  aaassacnusew-wew  Yorx  e^ie  une  „  William  P  Jackson  Jr  oiq  Fiaht- 
Hlghway  42  to  junction  New  Jersey  and  extending  along  New  York  Highway 
mSIray  Atlantic  City  Expressway  2  to  junction  UJ5.  Highway  9,  thence 

uignway  auanw  iiixpresway,  ,  Authority  sought  to  iterate  as  a  common 

SwSr  over  irregular 

Ti. 

^tethe*atewayofKem>ettS,u«e.  T 

purpose  of  t.hto  flUng  is  to  <qimina.tp.  the  vasvlatwn  materials  and  roofing  and 
No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E345) ,  filed  eatei^  of  Coat^Ule  Pa  and  points  roo/lnp  materials  and  supplies  as  are  use- 
May  14. 1974.  Applicant:  A  ^  PY^.  L  Pen^ylvaSa  ySlS  tlSwf.  and  distribution 

INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa.  of  roofing  and  roofing  materials  (except 

19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry  No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E349),  filed  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Wayne  Coimty, 

Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYUI,  N.C.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl- 
to  operate  as  a  common  cctrrier,  by  motor  INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa.  vania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  the  District 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport-  19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry  of  Columbia,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Kentucky,  T«i- 
Wicomico,  Worcester,  and  Somerset  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  nessee,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Counties,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport-  Alabama,  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  and 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  New  ^8:  Machinery  and  parts,  between  Or-  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 


No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E346).  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  Chester,  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  bei^irMn 
points  in  New  Castle  County,  Del.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  Maryland  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  15.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Ken- 
nett  Square,  Pa. 

No.  MC  39140  (Sub-No.  E347).  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  A.  DUIE  PYLE, 
INC.,  200  Garfield  Ave.,  W.  caiester.  Pa. 
19380.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  motor 
vdiicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Road  equipment  and  parts,  between 
points  in  Kent  County,  Dd.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Gar¬ 
rett  and  Allefiheny  Counties.  Md.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  diminate  the 
gateway  of  Kennett  Square,  Pa. 
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terstate  Highway  40  to  its  junction  with 
Colorado  Highway  9,  thence  along  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  9  to  its  jiinction  with  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  50,  thence  west  along 
Interstate  Highway  50  to  its  junction 
with  Colorado  Highway  69,  thence  south 
along  Colorado  Highway  69  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  Interstate  Highway  25  at  Wal- 
senburg,  tiience  west  on  U.S.  Highway 
160  at  Walsenburg  to  its  junction  with 
Colorado  Highway  12,  thence  south  on 
Colorado  Highway  12  to  its  junction  with 
Interstate  Highway  25  at  Trinidad, 
thence  south  on  Interstate  Highway  25  to 
the  Colorado-New  Mexico  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Oklahoma.  The 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  add  the 
above  territory  to  El. 

No.  MC  115603  (Sub-No.  E21)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  filed  May  30, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  December  28,  1974. 
Applicant:  TURNER  BROS.  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94626,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Jack  E.  Turner  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (c)  between  points 
in  Missouri  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Missouri-HUnois  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  67,  thence 
along  UJS.  Highway  67  to  the  Missouri- 
Arkansas  State  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Louisiana  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Louisiana-Arkansas  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Louisiana  Highway  7  to  its 
jimction  with  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  its  jimction 
with  Louisiana  Highway  10,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  10  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  167,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  167  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  90,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
90  to  its  junction  with  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  1,  thence  along  Louisiana  Highway 
1  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  (points  in 
Texas)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  ffling  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  with 
asterisks  above.  The  fiurpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  extend  the  territorial  desti¬ 
nation  above. 

No.  MC  115603  (Sub  E38),  (Correc¬ 
tion),  Piled  May  30,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  Applicant: 
TURNER  BROS.  TRUCKING  CO.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  94626,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73109.  Applicant’s  representative:  Henry 
Piwowarek  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  oi>erate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in 
connection  with  the  discovery,  develop¬ 
ment,  production,  refining,  manufacture, 
processing,  storage,  transmission  and 
distribution  of  natural  gas  and  petroleum 
and  their  products  and  by-products,  and 
machinery,  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with 
the  construction,  CHPeration,  repair,  serv¬ 
ing,  maintenance,  and  dlsmantliog  of 
pipelines.  Including  the  stringing  and 
picking  up  thereof,  except  the  stringing 
or  picking  up  of  pipe  in  connection  with 


main  or  trunk  pipelines,  (b)  between 
points  in  Arkansas,  and  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  North  Dakota 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
North  Dakota-South  Dakota  State  line 
and  extending  north  along  North  Dakota 
Highway  31  to  its  jimction  with  North 
Dakota  Highway  21,  thence  west  along 
North  Dakota  Highway  21  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  unnumbered  highway  at  Car- 
son,  thence  north  on  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  to  U.S.  Interstate  94,  thence  east  on 
U.S.  Interstate  Highway  94  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  wiUi  North  Dakota  Highway  31, 
thence  north  on  North  Dakota  Highway 
31  to  its  junction  with  North  Dakota 
Highway  200A,  thence  west  on  North 
Dakota  Highway  200A  to  its  junction 
with  North  Dakota  Highway  200,  thence 
north  on  North  Dakota  Highway  200  to 
its  junction  with  North  Dakota  Highway 
48,  thence  north  along  North  Dakota 
Highway  48  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  83,  thence  on  U.S.  Highway  83 
to  North  Dakota  Highway  23,  thence 
along  North  Dakota  Highway  23  to  its 
junction  at  New  Town  with  North 
Dakota  Highway  1804,  thence  9  miles 
along  North  Dakota  Highway  1804  to  its 
junction  with  unnumbered  highway, 
thence  west  and  north  along  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  2  at  Ray,  thence  west  on  U.S. 
Highway  2  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  85,  thence  on  U.S.  Highway  85  to 
the  United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in 
Texas  and  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of 
this  correction  is  to  add  the  above  ter¬ 
ritory  to  E38. 

No. MC  115603  (SubE45)  (Correction), 
filed  May  30,  1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  June  2,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  ’TURNER  BROS.  TRUCKINO  CO., 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  94626,  C«clahoma  City, 
Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Henry  Piwowarek  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Machinery,  mate¬ 
rials,  supplies  and  equipment  incidental 
to,  or  used  in  the  construction,  develop¬ 
ment,  operation  and  maintenance  of 
facilities  for  the  discovery,  develoimient, 
and  production  of  natural  gas  and  petro¬ 
leum;  (e)  betwe^  points  in  Colorado  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Colorado-Utah  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  its  junction 
with  Colorado  Highway  101  near  Las 
Animas,  thence  south  along  Colorado 
Highway  101  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  160,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
160  to  its  junction  with  unnumbered 
highway  near  Pritchett,  thence  south 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  the 
Colorado-Oklahoma  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
New  Mexico  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  New  Mexlco-Oklahinna  State 
line  and  extending  along  New  Mexico 
Highway  18  to  junction  New  Mexico 
Highway  88,  thence  east  along  New 
Mexico  Highway  88  to  its  jimction  with 
New  Mexico  Highway  330,  thence  south 
along  New  Mexico  Highway  330  to  Its 


junction  with  unnumbered  highway  near 
Kenna,  thence  south  along  unnumbered 
highway  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way' 380,  thence  east  along  U.S.  Highway 
380  to  its  junction  with  New  Mexico 
Highway  172,  thence  south  along  New 
Mexico  Highway  172  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  82,  thence  west  along  U.S. 
Highway  82  to  its  junction  with  New 
Mexico  Highway  529,  thence  east  along 
New  Mexico  Highway  529  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  62,  thence  southwest 
along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  its  junction 
with  New  Mexico  Highway  176,  thence 
southeast  along  New  Mexico  Highway 
176  to  its  junction  with  New  Mexico 
Highway  18,  thence  south  along  New 
Mexico  Highway  18  to  the  New  Mexico- 
Texas  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this 
correction  is  to  add  the  above  territory 
to  E45. 

No.  MC  115603  (Sub  E46) ,  (correction) , 
filed  May  30, 1974,  publish^  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  Monday,  June  2, 1975.  Ap- 
pUcant:  TTIRNER  BROS.  ’TRUCKING 
'  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94626,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Henry  Piwowai^  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (2)  Earth  drilling 
machinery  and  equipment,  and  machin¬ 
ery,  equipment,  materiais,  supplies  and 
pipe  incidental  to,  used  in,  or  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  (a)  the  transportation,  main¬ 
tenance,  and  dismantling  of  drilling  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  (b)  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  holes  or  wells  drilled,  (c)  the  pro¬ 
duction,  storage,  and  transmission  of 
commodities  resulting  frmn  drilling  op¬ 
erations  at  well  or  hole  sites  and  (d)  the 
injection  or  removal  of  commodities  into 
or  from  holes  or  wells.  The  purpose  of 
this  filling  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of 
this  correction  is  to  include  ccnnmodity 
description  in  (2)  above. 

No.  MC  *115841  (Sub-No.  E74)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  filed  June  4,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  May  8,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  COLONIAL  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORTATTON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35201.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen  Heis- 
ley,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  'routes,  transporting: 
Dairy  products,  sis  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  unfrozen  (except  liquid  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  in  v^icles  equipped 
with  mechsmicsd  refrigeration,  from  the 
plsmt  site  of  Swift  k  Compsmy  at  Ro¬ 
chelle,  Ill.,  (A)  to  points  in  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  points  in  Mississippi  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Mississippi-Ala- 
bsuna  State  line  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  20  to  junction  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Highway  18,  thence  along  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Highway  18  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  61,  thence  sJong  U.S.  Highway 
61  to  the  Louisiana-Mississippi  State  line, 
and  points  in  Louisiana  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highways  10  and  12  (Birm- 
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Ingham,  Ala.,  or  Chattanooga,  Tenn.)  *  ,* 
and  (B)  to  points  in  North  Carolina 
(Chattanooga,  Tenn.)  *.  The  purpose  of 
this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  asterisks  above.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  ccurection  is  to  correct  the 
commodity  and  territorial  descriptions. 

No.  MC  119641  (Sub-No.  E19),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  AniUcant:  RINOLE  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  335,  Moline,  lU. 
61265.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
C.  Doran  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over*  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Agricultural  machinery 
and  parts;  (1)  from  points  in  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Kansas,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
points  in  Tennessee  on  and  west  (tf  a  line 
begliming  at  the  Alabama-Tennessee 
State  line  and  extending  along  Tetmes- 
see  Highway  13  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41A,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41A 
to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line, 
points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  UB. 
Highway  41,  points  in  Illinois  on  and 
southwest  of  a  line  b^dnning  at  the  In- 
diana-Hllnois  State  line  and  extending 
along  Illinois  Highway  130  to  junction 
UJS.  Highway  45,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  45  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  136, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  136  to  the 
minois-Iowa  State  line,  and  points  in 
Nebraska  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Mlssouri-Nebraska  State  line 
and  extending  along  Nebraska  Highway 
2  to  junctlcm  UB.  Highway  34,  thence 
along  n.S.  Highway  34  to  jimction  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  2,  thence  along  Nebraska 
Highway  2  to  the  Nebraska-South  Da¬ 
kota  State  line;  and  (2)  from  points  hi 
the  Unier  Peninsula  of  Michigan  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Mississippi,  points  in 
Missouri  on  and  south  of  Int^tate  High¬ 
way  44  to  junction  UB.  H^hway  65, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  65  to  junc- 
tlcm  U.S.  Highway  53,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  53  to  the  Missouri-Ulinois  State 
line,  points  in  Hlinols  on  and  south  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Hlinois-Missouri 
State  line  and  extending  altmg  U.S.  High¬ 
way  54  to  juncticm  UB.  Highway  36, 
thence  alcmg  UB.  Highway  36  to  junction 
Illinois  Highway  133,  thence  along  Illi¬ 
nois  mghway  133  to  the  Indiana-Illinois 
State  line,  points  in  Indiana  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana-Hlinols 
State  lino  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  231,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231 
to  the  Indiana-Kentucky  State  lln«, 
points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  231,  and  points  in  Tennessee 
on  and  west  of  UB.  Highway  127.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  erf  Shelbyville,  HI. 

No.  MC  119641  (Sub  E21) ,  filed  May  10, 
1674.  Applicant:  RINOLE  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  335,  Moline,  HI.  61265. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  C. 
Doran  (same  as  above) .  Authenity  sought 
to  opcande  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  machinery  and  parts. 
from  points  in  Iowa  to  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Texmessee,  points  in  Mississippi 
<»i  and  east  of  Interstate  Highway  55, 


points  in  HHikxIs  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Missouri-Hlinois  State 
line  and  ext^ding  along  Hlinols  High¬ 
way  150  to  junction  Hlincds  Hlehway  4, 
thence  along  Hlin<^  Highway  4  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.8.  Highway  36,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  36  to  the  Indiana-Hliiu>is  State 
line,  points  in  Indiana  on  and  south  of 
UB.  Highway  36,  and  points  in  Ohio  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  In- 
diana-Ohlo  State  line  and  extending 
along  UB.  Highway  36  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  151,  thence  along  Ohio  High¬ 
way  151  to  the  Ohio- West  Virginia  State 
line.  Ihe  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Shelbyville,  HI. 

No.  MC  119641  (Sub  E32) ,  filed  May  13, 
1974.  AppUcant:  RINOLE  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  335,  Moline,  HI.  61265. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  C. 
Doran  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Composition  board,  from  Lockport, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Alabama  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mississippi- 
Alabama  State  line  and  extending  along 
UB.  Highway  82,  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  231,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  231 
to  the  Alabama-Georgla  State  line, 
points  in  Arkansas.  Iowa,  Kansas,  points 
in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Hawesville,  Kentucky  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Kentucky  Highway  69  to 
junction  Kentucky  Highway  85,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  85  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  62,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  62  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  45, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  45  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  Alt.  45,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  Alt.  45  to  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line;  points  in  Louisi¬ 
ana;  points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of 
Michigan  on  and  west  of  UB.  Hlediway 
41  from  the  Canada-Mlchigan  Border  to 
the  Michigan- Wiscimsin  State  line; 
points  in  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  liHs- 
souri,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota.  South 
Dakota,  points  in  Tennessee  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line  and  extending  al<mg 
UB.  Highway  Alt.  45,  to  juction  Tennes¬ 
see  Highway  13.  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  13  to  the  Tennessee-MLssissiimi 
State  line,  and  points  in  Wisconsin.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  North  Judson,  Indiana. 

No.  MC  119641  (Sub  E35).  filed  May 
10.  1974.  AppUcant:  RINOLE  EXPRESS, 
INC..  P.O.  Box  335,  MoUne,  HL  61265. 
AppUcant’s  representative:  Robert  C. 
Doran  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Farm  feed  mills  and  farm  feed  mill 
parts  and  attachments  when  moving  with 
farm  feed  mills,  except  commodities 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  i^ecial  equipment,  from  Crown 
Points.  Ind.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  points 
in  Illinois  on  and  southwest  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Indiana-HUnols  State  line 
and  extending  along  HUnois  Highway  1  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  45.  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  45  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  36.  thaioe  along  UB.  Highway  36  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  104,  thence 


along  Illinois  Highway  104  to  the  Hlinois- 
Missouri  State  line,  points  in  Kansas, 
Mississippi,  points  in  Missouri  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Missouri- 
Hlinois  State  line  and  extending  along 
UB.  Highway  24  to  junction  Missouri 
Highway  6.  thence  along  Missouri  High¬ 
way  6  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  13, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  13  to 
junctim  UB.  Highway  136,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  136  to  the  Missouri-Ne- 
braska  State  line  and  extending  along 
UB.  Highway  136  to  junction  Nebraska 
Highway  15,  thmee  along  Nebraska 
Highway  15  to  U.S.  Highway  6.  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  6  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  381,  thence  along  U.S.  Hi^way 
281  to  junction  Nebraska  Highway  2, 
thence  along  Nebraska  Highway  2  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  20.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  20  to  the  Nebraska-Wyo- 
ming  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Shelby- 
viUe,  HI. 

No.  MC  119641  (Sub  E36) .  filed  May  10, 
1974.  Applicant:  RINOLE  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  335,  Moline.  HI.  61265.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  C.  Doran 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^icle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  machinery  and  parts, 
(1)  from  points  in  Indiana  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  36  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Kansas,  Mississippi,  points  in  Tennessee 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  45W,  thaice  along 
U.S.  Highway  45W  to  junction  U.S.  IDgh- 
way  45,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to 
the  Tennessee-Mississtppi  State  line; 
points  in  Missouri  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Hlinois-Missouri  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
36  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  13, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  13  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  136,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  136  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  71  to 
the  Missourl-Iowq  State  line;  points  in 
Nebraska  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  lowa-Nebraska  State  line  and 
extending  along  Nebraska  Highway  2  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  34,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  34  to  junction  Nebraska 
Highway  2,  thence  along  N^iraska  High¬ 
way  2  to  junction  UB.  Highway  385, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  385  to  the 
Nebraska-South  Dakota  State  line;  and 
(2)  from  points  in  Indiana  on  and  south 
of  UB.  Highway  36  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Nebraska;  points  in  Minnesota 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  2;  points 
m  Missouri  on  and  north  ot  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Missouri-Hlinois  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to 
junctiem  Missouri  Highway  5,  thence 
along  Missouri  Highway  5  to  junction 
U.S.  Hgfaway  66  and  144,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  66  and  144  to  the  Missouri- 
Oklahinna  State  line;  points  in  Wisconsin 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Hllnois-Wisconsin  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  UB.  Highway  51  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  26.  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  26  to  junction  U.S.  High- 
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way  41,  thence  along  U,S.  Highway  41  to 
the  Wisconsin-Michigan  State  line;  and 
points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Wisconsin-Michigan  State  line  and 
extending  along  Wisconsin  Highway  35 
to  junction  U^.  Highway  41,  thence  sdong 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  Marquette,  Michigan. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Shelbjrville,  HI. 

No.  MC  119641  (Sub-No.  E41),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  RINGLE  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  Route  1,  Box  335,  Moline, 
m.  61265.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  C.  Doran  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Agricultural  imple¬ 
ments,  from  Coldwater,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Iowa  and  Missouri.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Iroquois  Coimty,  HI. 

No.  MC  119641  (Sub  E44) ,  filed  May  9, 
1974.  Applicant:  RINGLE  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  Route  1,  Box  335,  Moline,  Ill.  61265. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  C. 
Doran  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Agricultural  machinery 
and  parts  from  points  in  Minnesota  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  2  to  points 
in  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Mississippi, 
points  in  Ohio  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  22  to  Steubenville,  Ohio; 
points  in  Indiana  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  36;  points  in  Illinois  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana- 
Hlinois  State  line  and  extending  along 
n.S.  Highway  26  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  4,  thence  along  Hlinois  High¬ 
way  4  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  150, 
thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  150  to 
Chester,  HI.;  points  in  Missouri  on  and 
east  of  Missouri  Highway  51 ;  and  points 
in  Arkansas  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Missouri-Arkansas  State 
line  and  extending  along  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  1  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  65, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  the 
Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line. 

No.  MC  119641  (Sub  E45) ,  filed  May  9, 
1974.  Applicant:  RINGLE  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  Route  1,  Box  335,  Moline,  HI.  61265. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  C. 
Doran  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  u  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  machinery  parts,  from 
points  in  Ohio  to  points  in  Kansas,  points 
in  Missouri  west  of  U.S.  Highway  67, 
points  in  Nebraska  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20,  points  in  Arkansas  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  67,  points  in  Iowa  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Burling¬ 
ton,  Iowa  and  extending  along  UJS.  High¬ 
way  34  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  jimc- 
tion  Iowa  Highway  163,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  163  to  jimction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  141,  thence  alcmg  Iowa  Highway  141 
to  Siqux  City,  Iowa,  and  points  in  Hli¬ 
nois  south,  west  and  north  of  a>line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Hllnois-Iowa  State  line 


and  extending  along  UB.  Highway  34  to 
junction  Hlinois  Highway  116,  thence 
along  Hlinois  Highway  116  to  junction 
Hlinois  Highway  121,  thence  along  Hli¬ 
nois  Highway  121  to  junction  Hlinois 
Highway  32,  thence  along  Hlinois  High¬ 
way  32  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  40, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the 
Hlinois-Missouri  State  line.  ’The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Shelbyville,  HI. 

No.  MC  119897  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  A-1  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  P.O.  Box  21275,  3102 
Maury  St.,  Houston,  Tex.  77026.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  J.  G.  Dail,  Jr., 
1111  E  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transport!^:  (A)  Ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  processing,  stor¬ 
age,  transmission,  and  distribution  of 
natural  gas  and  petroleum,  and  their 
products  and  by-products,  and  (B)  Ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
construction,  operation,  repair,  servic¬ 
ing,  maintenance,  and  dl^antling  of 
pipelines,  other  than  pipelines  used  for 
the  transmission  of  natural  gas,  petro¬ 
leum,  their  products,  and  by-products, 
water,  or  sewerage,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  moving  to 
or  from  pipeline  right  of  way;  (1)  Be¬ 
tween  points  in  that  part  of  Texas  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  Texas  Highway  136  to  juncijion 
Texas  Highway  207,  thence  along  Texas 
Highway  207  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
66,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to 
junction  Texas  Highway  70,  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  70  to  Matador,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  the  Texas- 
New  Mexico  State  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Oklahoma  on,  east,  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to 
Lauton,  thence  along  Oklahoma  High¬ 
way  7  to  jimction  Oklahoma  Highway  1, 
thence  along  Oklahoma'  Highway  1  to 
junction  Oklahoma  Highway  99,  thence 
along  Oklahoma  Highway  99  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  44,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  44  to  the  Oklahoma- 
Missouri  State  line  (points  in  Texas 
within  100  miles  of  Iowa  Park,  Tex.)  *. 

(2)  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
Texas  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  'Texas-New  Mexico  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  70 
to  Matador,  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  70  to  junction  Texas  Highway  208, 
thence  along  Texas  Highway  208  to 
Snyder,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  350 
to  Big  Spring,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
87  to  San  Angelo,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  277  to  the  United  States-Mex- 
ico  International  Boundary  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  Oklahoma  on,  south,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Okla¬ 
homa  Kansas  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  281  to  junction  Oklahoma 


Highway  45,  thence  along  Oklahoma 
Highway  45  to  junction  Oklahoma  High¬ 
way  8,  thence  along  Oklahoma  Highway 
8  to  Fairview,  thence  along  Oklahoma 
Highway  58  to  jimction  Oklahoma  High¬ 
way  33,  thence  along  Oklahoma  High¬ 
way  33  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  283, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  283  to  junc¬ 
tion  Oklahoma  Highway  47,  thence  along 
Oklahoma  Highway  47  to  the  Texas-Ok¬ 
lahoma  State  line  (points  in  Texas  within 
100  miles  of  Iowa  Park,  Tex.)  • ;  (3)  Be¬ 
tween  points  on,  and  in  that  part  of 
Texas  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Texas-Oklahoma  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  Texas  Highway  203  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  83,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  83  to  junction  Texas  Highway  338, 
thence  along  Texas  Highway  338  to 
Memphis,  thence  along  U.S.  Highw^ 
287  to  Estelline,  thence  along  Texas 
Highway  86  to  Turkey,  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  70  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  208,  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  208  to  Snyder,  thence  along  Texas 
Highway  350  to  Big  Spring,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  87  to  San  Angelo,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  277  to  the  United 
States-Mexico  International  Boundary 
line,  thence  along  the  United  States- 
Mexico  International  Boundary  line  to 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  thence  along  the 
Gulf  Coast  to  the  Brazos  River,  thence 
along  the  Brazos  River  to  Waco,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  35  to  Hills¬ 
boro,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
35E  to  Denton,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  35  to  the  Texas-Oklahoma 
State  line,  and  thence  along  the  Texas- 
Oklahoma  State  line  to  the  point  of  be¬ 
ginning,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Oklahoma 
on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  377  to  Ma- 
dill,  thence  along  Oklahoma  Highway  99 
to  junction  Oklahoma  Highway  7,  thence 
along  Oklahoma  Highway  7  to  Antlers, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  271  to  junc¬ 
tion  Oklahoma  Highway  2,  thence  along 
Oklahoma  Highway  2  to  junction  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  31.  thence  along  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  31  to  Quinton,  thence 
along  Oklahoma  Highway  71  to  Enter¬ 
prise,  thence  along  Oklahoma  Highway 
9  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  271,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  271  to  the  Okla- 
hcHna- Arkansas  State  line  (points  in 
Texas  within  100  miles  of  Iowa  Park, 
Tex.)  *. 

(4)  Between  points  on  and  in  that 
part  of  Texas  bounded  by  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  thence  along 
the  Brazos  River  to  Waco,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  35  to  Hillsboro, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  35W  to 
Denton,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
35E  to  Dallas,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  45  to  Himtsville.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  190  to  WoodvlUe,  thence 
almig  U.S.  Highway  69  to  Beaumont, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  10  to 
the  Texas-Loulsiana  State  line,  thence 
along  the  Texas-Louisiana  State  line  to 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  and  thence  along 
the  Gulf  Coast  to  the  point  of  beginning, 
on  the  one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  Oklahoma  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
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TezaB-Oklahoma  State  line  extending 
almg  nJ9L  mgbway  S77  to  Madlll,  tbenee 
along  Oklahoma  Hl^way  99  to  Jimetlon 
Oklahoma  Highway  7.  thence  akmg 
Oklahoma  Hli^way  7  to  Atoka,  thence 
along  UJ3.  Highway  69  to  Muskogee, 
thence  along  US.  Highway  62  to  the 
Oklahoma-Arkaaisas  State  line  (points 
in  Texas  within  100  miles  of  Iowa  Park, 
Tex.)  *;  (5)  Between  points  in  that  part 
of  Texas  bounded  by  a  line  from  Dallas, 
Tex.,  along  US.  Highway  175  to  Jack¬ 
sonville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  19 
to  junction  US.  Highway  84,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  the  Loulsiana- 
Texas  State  line,  thence  along  the 
Louisiana-Texas  State  line  to  US.  High¬ 
way  90,  thence  along  US.  Highway  90  to 
Beaumont,  thence  along  US.  Highway 
69  to  Woodville,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  190  to  Junction  US.  Highway  75, 
thence  along  US.  Highway  75  to  the 
point  of  beginning,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  that  pu^  of 
Oklahoma  on  and  west  of  US.  Highway 
75  (Iowa  Park,  Tex.,  and  points  in  Texas 
within  100  miles  of  Iowa  Park)  *. 

(6)  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
Texas  bounded  by  a  line  from  Dallas, 
Tex.,  along  US.  Highway  80  to  the 
Arkansas-Texas  State  line,  thence  along 
the  Arkansas-Texas  State  line  to  US. 
Hi^way  84,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
84  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  jtmction  US. 
Highway  175,  thence  along  U.S.  Hiidiway 
175  to  the  point  of  beginning,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Oklahoma  on  and  west  of  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  99  (Iowa  Park,  Tex.,  and 
points  in  Texas  within  100  miles  of  Iowa 
Park)  •;  (7)  Between  points  in  that  part 
of  Texas  bounded  by  a  line  from  Dallas, 
Tex.,  along  US.  Highway  80  to  the 
Texas-Arkansas  State  line,  thence  along 
the  Texas-Arkansas  State  line  to  US. 
Highway  67,  thence  along  US.  Highway 
67  to  point  of  beginning,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Oklahoma  on  and  west  of  US.  Highway 
77  (Iowa  Park,  Tex.,  and  points  in  Texas 
within  100  miles  of  Iowa  Park)*;  (8) 
Between  points  in  that  part  of  Texas 
bounded  ^  a  line  from  the  Oklahoma- 
Texas  State  line  along  U.S.  Highway  69 
south  to  Dallas,  Tex.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Hlgdiway  67  to  the  Arkansas-Texas  State 
line,  thoice  along  the  Arkansas-Texas 
Mid  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line  to 
point  of  beginning,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Oklahoma  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
183  (Iowa  Park,  Tex.,  and  points  in 
-  Texas  within  100  miles  of  Iowa  Park, 
Tex.)  • ;  (9)  Between  points  in  Louisiana, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Oklahoma  on  and 
west  of  Oklahoma  Highway  99  (Iowa 
Park,  Tex.,  and  points  in  Texas  wlthhi 
100  miles  of  Iowa  Park)  *. 

(10)  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
Louisiana  cm  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
90,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  tm  that  part  of  Oklahoma  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  69  (Iowa  Park, 
Tex.,  and  points  in  Texas  within  100 
miles  of  Iowa  Park)*;  (11)  Between 
points  In  Lm  and  Eddy  Coimties,  N.  Mex., 


on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  tbe  other,  points 
In  that  part  of  Texas  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Oktahoma-Texas 
State  line  and  extending  along  Texas 
Highway  83  south  to  Texas  Hi^way  6, 
thence  along  Texas  Hiflhway  6  to  Waco, 
thence  along  UJS.  Highway  77  to  junction 
Texas  Highway  86,  thence  along  Texas 
Hiehway  36  to  FTeeport  (except  Iowa 
Park,  Tex.,  and  points  in  Texas  within 
100  miles  of  Iowa  Park)  (Iowa  Paik,  Tex., 
and  points  in  Texas  within  100  miles  of 
Iowa  Park)*;  (12)  Between  points  in 
Lea  and  Eddy  Coimties,  N.  Mex.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Louisiana  (Iowa  Park,  Tex.,  and  points 
in  Texas  within  100  miles  of  Iowa 
Park)  *;  (13)  Between  points  in  Louisi¬ 
ana,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Missouri  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  65  (points  in 
Texas)*;  (14)  Between  points  in  Mis- 
somd,  on  the  cme  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Louisiana  bocmded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas- 
Louislana  State  line  and  extending  along 
UB.  Highway  79  to  Minden,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  7  to  Coushatta, 
thence  along  n.S.  Highway  71  to  Alexan¬ 
dria.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167  and 
U.S.  Highway  90  to  Morgan  City,  thence 
along  the  Lower  Atchafalaya  River  to 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  thence  along  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico  to  the  Louisiana-Texas 
State  line,  thence  along  the  Louisiana- 
Texas  State  line  to  the  Arkansas-Louisi- 
ana  State  line,  thence  along  the  Arkan- 
sas-Louisiana  State  line  to  the  point  of 
beginning  (points  in  Texas)*;  (15)  Be¬ 
tween  paints  in  that  part  of  Louisiana 
boimded  by  a  line  beginning  at  Alexan¬ 
dria,  and  extending  along  Louisiana 
Highway  1  to  Grand  Isle,  thence  along 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to  the  Lower  Atcha¬ 
falaya  River,  thence  along  the  Lower 
Atchafalaya  River  to  Morgan  City, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  90  to  Lafay¬ 
ette,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167  to 
the  point  of  beginning,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Missouri  on,  west,  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  63  from  the  Missouri-Arkansas 
State  line  to  Rolla,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  66  east  to  the  Missouri-Hlinois 
State  Une  (points  in  Texas)  *. 

(16)  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
Louisiana  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Arkansas-Louisiana  ^ate  line  and 
extending  along  UB.  Highway  165  to 
Monroe,  thence  along  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  15  to  the  Mississippi  River,  thexu^ 
along  the  Mississippi  River  to  Port 
Ahen.  thence  along  Louisiana  Highway 
1  to  Alexandria,  thmice  along  UB. 
Highway  71  to  Coushatta.  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  7  to  Minden, 
thence  along  UB.  Hi^way  79  to 
Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line,  thence 
along  the  Arkansas-Louisiana  State 
line  to  the  point  of  beginning,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  otho:,  points 
in  that  part  of  Missouri  on,  west,  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  65  from  the  Ar- 
kansas-Missouri  State  line  to  ^ringfield, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  66  to  Leba¬ 
non,  thence  along  Missouri  Highway  5  to 
Camdenton,  thence  along  UB.  lUghway 
54  to  the  Mlssourl-HUnols  State  line 


(points  In  Texas)*;  (17)  Between  points 
in  that  part  of  T<outsiana  bounded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  Fml  ABen.  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  190  east  to  the 
Louislana-MlEsisstppi  State  line,  thence 
along  the  Louisiana-Mississippl  State 
line  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  thorce  along 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  west  and  south  of 
Grand  Isle,  thence  along  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  1  north  to  the  point  of  beginning,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  Missouri  on  and  west  of 
Missouri  Highway  5  from  the  Arkansas- 
Missoiui  State  line  to  Lebanon,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  Rolla,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  Jefferson  City, 
thence  along  U.S.  Higdiway  54  to  Mex¬ 
ico,  thence  along  Missouri  Highway  22  to 
junction  Missouri  Highway  19,  thence 
along  Missouri  Highway  19  to  the 
Missouii-minois  State  line  (points 
in  Texas)  *;  (18)  Between  points  in  that 
part  of  Louisiana  on  and  west  of  UB. 
Highway  167  from  the  ^kansas-Looisi- 
ana  State  line  to  Lafayette,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  90  to  Morgan  CHty,  thence 
along  the  Lower  Atchafalaya  River  to  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Illinois  (points  in 
Texas)  *. 

(19)  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
Louisiana  bounded  by  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Arkansas-Loui^na  State  line  and 
extending  along  the  Mississippi  River  to 
Port  Allen  (including  Baton  Rouge  and 
its  commercial  zone) ,  thence  along  Lou¬ 
isiana  Highway  1  to  Grand  Isle,  thence 
along  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and  the  Lower 
Atchafalaya  River  to  Morgan  City, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  90  to  Lafay¬ 
ette,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167  to 
the  Louisiana-Arkansas  State  line, 
thence  along  the  Louisiana-Arkansas 
State  line  to  the  point  of  beginning,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Illinois  on,  north,  and  west  of  U.S. 
Hiehway  36  from  the  Missouri-Hlinois 
State  line  to  Springfi^d,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  66  to  Chicago  (points  in 
Texas)  * ;  (20)  Between  points  in  Kansas, 
on  the  one  hand.  and.  on  the  othei-, 
points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas  on,  north, 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  64  from  the 
Arkansas-Oklahoma  State  line  to  Little 
Rock,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65  to 
the  Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line 
(points  in  Missouri)*;  (21)  Between 
points  in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Kansas  on,  north,  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  from  the  Colorado-Kansas  State 
line  to  U.S.  Highway  283,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  283  to  Ness  CTlty,  thence 
along  Kansas  Highway  96  to  junction 
Kansas  Highway  99,  thence  along  Kan¬ 
sas  Highway  99  to  the  Kansas-Oklahoma 
State  line  (points  in  Missouri)  * ;  (22) 
Between  points  in  Lea  and  Eddy  Coim¬ 
ties,  N.  Mex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Kansas  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  75  (points  in  Missouri)  * ; 
(23)  Between  points  in  Arkansas,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Chnarron,  Texas,  Beaver,  Harper,  Ellis, 
Woods,  and  Woodward  Coimties,  Okla. 
(points  in  Missouri)  * . 

(24)  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
Oklahoma  bounded  by  a  line  begiiming 
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at  ttie  Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line  and 
extending  along  Oklahoma  Highway  99 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  66,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  Tulsa,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  75  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  270,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
270  to  Oklahoma  City,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  35  to  jimction  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  33,  thence  along  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  33  to  jimction  Oklahoma- 
Highway  99,  thence  along  Oklahoma 
Highway  99  to  the  Oklahoma-Kansas 
State  line,  thence  along  the  Oklahoma- 
Kansas  State  line  to  the  point  of  be¬ 
ginning,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  65  from 
the  Arkansas-Missouri  State  line  to  U.S. 
Highway  62,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
62  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  the  Arkansas- 
Tennessee  State  line  (points  in  Mis¬ 
souri)  * ;  (25)  Between  points  in  that 
part  of  Oklahoma  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kansas-Oklahoma 
State  line  and  extending  along  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  99  to  junction  Oklahoma 
Highway  33,  thence  along  Oklahoma 
Highway  33  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway 
270,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  270  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  281,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  281  to  the  Kansas-Okla¬ 
homa  State  line,  thence  along  the  Kan¬ 
sas-Oklahoma  State  line  to  the  point 
of  beginning,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas 
on.  north,  and  east  of  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  16  from  the  Aik:ansas-Oklahoma 
State  line  to  junction  Arkansas  Highway 
21.  thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  21 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  64,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  64  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  65,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
65  to  the  Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line 
(points  in  Missouri)  •. 

(26)  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
Oklahoma  on,  south,  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  60  from  the  Oklahoma-Texas 
State  line  east  to  Sailing,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  270  to  junction  Oklahoma 
Highway  33,  thence  along  Oklahoma 
Highway  33  to  jimction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  35,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
35  to  Oklahoma  City,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  277  to  junction  UJ3.  Highway 
81.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  81  to 
the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  Arkansas  on  and  north  of 
Ailiansas  Highway  16  from  the  Arkan- 
sas-Oklahoma  State  line  to  U.S.  High¬ 
way  64,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  64  to 
the  Arkansas-Tennessee  State  line 
(points  in  Missouri)*;  (27)  Between 
points  m  Louisiana,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Kansas  on  and  west  of  Kansas  Highway 
99  from  the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State 
Une  to  Emporia,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  50  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  75, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  75  to  the 
Kansas-Nebraska  State  line  (Iowa  Park, 
Tex.,  and  points  in  Texas  within  100 
miles  of  Iowa  Park,  and  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa)*;  (28)  Between  points  in  that 
part  of  Louisiana  bounded  by  the  Sa¬ 
bine  River  on  the  west,  UB.  Highway  84 
on  the  north,  the  Mississippi  River  on 


the  east,  and  U.S.  Highway  90  on  the 
south,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Kansas  (except  Cherokee, 
Crawford,  and  Bourbon  Counties,  Kans.) 
(Iowa  Park,  Tex.,  and  points  in  Texas 
within  100  miles  of  Iowa  Park,  and  points 
in  Oklahoma)  * ;  (29)  Between  points  in 
that  part  of  Louisiana  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  90,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Kansas  (except 
Cherokee  and  Crawford  Counties, 
Kans.)  (Iowa  Park,  Tex.,  and  points  in 
Texas  withm  100  miles  of  Iowa  Park, 
and  points  in  Oklahoma)  *. 

(30)  Between  points  in  Kansas,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  Texas  bounded  by  a  line 
from  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  75  to  Dal¬ 
las,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  175  to 
Jacksonville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
69  to  Rusk,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
84  to  the  Louisiana-Texas  State  line, 
thence  along  the  Louisiana-Texas  State 
line,  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  and  the  United 
States-Mexico  International  Boundary 
Une  to  Presidio,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  67  and  Texas  Highway  17  to  Pecos, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  285  to  the 
New  Mexico-Texas  State  line,  thence 
along  the  New  Mexico-Texas  State  line 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  86,  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  86  to  the  Red  River,  thence  along 
the  Red  River  east  to  the  point  of  begin¬ 
ning  (Iowa  Park,  Tex.,  knd  points  in 
Texas  within  100  miles  of  Iowa  Park, 
and  points  in  Oklahoma)*;  (31)  Be¬ 
tween  points  in  that  part  of  Texas  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  285  from  the  New 
Mexico-Texas  State  line  south  to  Pecos, 
thence  along  Texas  Highway  17  and  U.S. 
Highway  67  to  Presidio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Kansas  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  77 
(Iowa  Park,  Tex.,  and  points  in  Texas 
within  100  mUes  of  Iowa  Park,  and  points 
in  Oklahoma)*;  (33)  Between  points 
in  that  part  of  Texas  bounded  by  a  Une 
from  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  Une 
along  UB.  Highway  77  south  to  Port 
Worth,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  377  to 
StephensviUe,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  281  to  Lampasas,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  183  to  Austin,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  81  to  San  Antonio,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  181  to  Corpus  Christi, 
toence  along  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to 
Brownsville,  thence  along  the  Utoited 
States-Mexico  International  Boundary 
line  north  to  Del  Rio,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  277  to  the  Oklahoma-Texas 
State  Une,  and  thence  along  the  Okla¬ 
homa-Texas  State  Une  to  the  point  of 
beginning,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas  on 
and  north/of  U.S.  Highway  62  from  the 
Oklahoma-Arkansas  State  Une  east  to 
Jonesboro,  thence  along  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  18  east  to  the  Arkansas-Teimessee 
State  line  (Iowa  Park,  Tex.,  and  points 
in  Texas  within  100  miles  of  Iowa  Park, 
points  in  Oklahoma,  and  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri)  *. 

(34)  Between  points  in  that  part  of 
Texas  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  277, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 


points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas  on  and 
north  of  Arkansas  Highway  16  from  the 
Arkansas-Oklahcxna  State  Une  east  to 
U.S.  Highway  64,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  64  to  the  Arkansas-Tennessee 
State  Une  (Iowa  Park,  Tex.,  and  points 
in  Texas  within  100  miles  of  Iowa  Park, 
points  in  Oklahoma,  and  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by  as¬ 
terisks  above. 

No.  MC  124211  (Sub-No.  E34),  filed 
AprU  22.  1974.  Applicant;  HILT  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988  D.  T.  S., 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68101.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  L.  HUt  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food 
products  (except  ccunmodities  in  bulk, 
dairy  products,  frozen  foods,  and  meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  bsrproducts, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
inghouses.  as  described  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion)  .  from  points  in  Oklahoma  to  points 
in  Minnesota  (except  those  in  Winona. 
Fillmore,  Houston,  and  Olmsted  Coun¬ 
ties)  .  and  from  points  in  Oklahoma  (ex¬ 
cept  those  in  Craig.  Ottawa,  Mayes,  and 
Delaware  Counties) ,  to  points  in  Winona, 
Fillmore,  and  Houston  Counties,  Minn.) , 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  destined  to  points  in  the  above- 
described  destination  territory.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  125433  (Sub-No.  E9),  filed 
March  5,  1975.  AppUcant:  F-B  TRUCK 
LINE  COMPANY,  1945  South  Redwood 
Road.  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah  841(H.  Ap- 
pUcant’s  representative:  David  J.  Lister, 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendix  V  Ex  Parte  No. 
MC-45,  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209,  and  61  M.C.C. 
766,  from  points  in  Ventura.  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Orange,  Riverside,  San  Diego,  and 
Imperial  Counties,  Calif.,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  San  Bernardino  County, 
beginning  at  the  Califomia-Nevada 
State  line,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  15  to  Barstow,  thence  along  Cal¬ 
ifornia  Highway  18  to  junction  CaU- 
fomia  Highway  247,  to  junction  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  62,  to  the  San  Bernar- 
dlno-Riverside  County  line,  to  points  in 
Oregon  and  Washington.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Kaiser,  California. 

No.  MC  126899  (Sub-No.  El)  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1975.  Applicant:  USHER 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3051, 
Paducah,  Ky.  42001.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  George  M.  Catlett,  Suite  703- 
706  McClure  Building,  Frankfort,  Ky. 
40601.  Authority  sought  to  cerate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  xm 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  fitun  Memphis. 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  that  part  at  Illinois 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
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niinois-Kentucky  State  line,  thence 
along  Illinois  Hi^way  3  to  Junction  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  144,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  144  to  Murphysboro,  HL,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  43  to  Harrisburg, 
Ill.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  1,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  1  to  Crossville,  m.,  and 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  460  to  the 
Illinois -Indiana  State  line;  i)oints  in 
that  part  of  Indiana  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  460;  and  points  in  that 
part  of  Missouri  bounded  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Crystal  City,  Mo.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  UJ3.  Highway  67  to  Farm¬ 
ington.  Mo.,  thence  along  Missouri  High¬ 
way  32  to  St.  Genevieve,  Mo.,  and  thence 
along  the  Mississippi  River  to  the  point 
of  beginning,  serving  all  points  on  the 
indicated  portion  of  U.S.  Highway  67. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Paducah,  Ely.,  and  points 
within  10  miles  thereof  and  River  Ter¬ 
minal  at  Herd’s  Point,  Mo. 

No.  MC  128256  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
September  8, 1975.  Applicant:  BLOSSER 
TRUCKING,  215  N.  Main  St..  Middle- 
burg,  Ind.  46540.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Sheldon  Silverman,  1819  H  St., 
N.W.,  Suite  550,  Washington.  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Composi¬ 
tion  board  in  mixed  loads  with  plywood, 
from  the  plant  site  of  the  Abitibl  Cor¬ 
poration  at  Chicago,  HL,  to  points  in 
South  Carolina,  those  in  Virginia  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  at  the  North 
Carolina-Virginia  State  line,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  221  to  Jimc- 
tion  U.S.  Highway  29,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  29  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  60, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  the 
Atlantic  Ocean,  those  hi  Georgia  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  South 
Carolina-Georgia  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Georgia  Highway  368  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Georgia  Highway  77,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  77  to  junction  UJ3. 
Highway  278,  thence  along  UJ3.  Highway 
278  to  jimctton  Georgia  Hi^way  15, 
’thence  along  Georgia  Highway  15  to 
junction  U.S.  Hi^way  319,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  319  to  junction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  129,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  129 
to  junction  Georgia  Highway  125,  thence 
along  Georgia  Highway  125  to  junction 
Georgia  Highway  31,  thence  ahmg  Geor¬ 
gia  Kghway  31  to  the  Geoigla-norlda 
State  line,  and  those  in  Florida  (except 
those  west  of  Jefferson  County,  Fla.). 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  plant  site  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  the  Abttibi  Corpora¬ 
tion  near  Roaring  River,  N.C. 

No.  MC  128383  (Sub-E87),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  1, 1974.  Applicant:  PINTO  TRUCK¬ 
ING  SERVICE,  INC.,  1414  Calcon  Hooh 
Road.  Sharon  Hill.  Penn.  19079.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Gerald  K.  Glm- 
mel,  303  N.  Frederick  Ave.,  Gaithers¬ 
burg,  Md.  20760.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier^  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Qeneral  commoditiei  (except 
commodities  in  hulk.  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives  and  commoditks  xcauixlag 


special  equipment)  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  having  an 
immediately  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  air.  between  Kansas  City  Inter¬ 
national  Alriport,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and 
Idlnneapolis-St.  Paul  International  Air¬ 
port,  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  John  F. 
Kennedy  International  Airport,  New 
York  City,  N.Y.  (2)  General  Commodi¬ 
ties  (except  commodities  in  bulk.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment)  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  aircraft 
engines  and  parts  from  LaGuardia  Air¬ 
port  and  Newark  Airport  and  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  shipments  hav¬ 
ing  an  immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air,  between  Kansas  Cfity 
International  Airport,  Kansas  City.  Mo., 
and  Minneapolis-St.  Paul  International 
Airport,  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  La¬ 
Guardia  Airport  and  Newark  Airport. 
(3)  General  commodities  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  and  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equtoment)  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  having  an  im¬ 
mediately  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  air,  between  Philadelphia  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Kansas  City 
International  Airport  and  Minneapolis- 
St.  Paul  International  Airport,  Minne- 
apoUs-St.  Paul,  Minn.  (4)  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  commodities  in  bulk. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  motor  ve¬ 
hicles,  and  commodities  requiring  the 
use  of  special  equipment)  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  having  an 
immediately  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  air,  between  Kansas  cnty  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  Kansas  City.  Mo., 
and  Mlnneapolis-St.  Paul  International 
Airport,  Minneapolis-St.  Paul.  Minn.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Atlantic.  Camden.  Cs^pe  May,  Cum¬ 
berland,  Gloucester,  and  Salem  Covm- 
tles,  N  j.,  points  in  Burlington  County, 
NJT.,  south  of  Rancocas  Creek,  points  in 
Chester,  Delaware,  Montgomery,  and 
Philadelphia  Counties,  Pa.,  and  points 
in  Bucks  County,  Pa.,  north  and  west 
at  Pennsylvania  Highway  232. 

(5)  General  Commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk.  Classes  A  and  B 
Explosives,  household  goods,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment)  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  having  an 
immediately  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  air,  between  Minneapolis-St. 
Paul  International  Airport.  Minneapolis- 
St.  Paul.  Minn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  othCT,  points  in  Delaware;  and  be¬ 
tween  Kansas  City  International  Airport, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Wilmington,  Del.  (6)  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  commodities 
in  bufit.  Classes  A  and  B  Eiqdoslves, 
hous^old  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equiionent)  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  having  a  prior  or  sub- 
sequoii  movement  by  air,  betwe^  Kan¬ 
sas  etty  Intamational  Airport,  Kansas 
CUy,  Mo.,  on  Urn  one  hand,  and,  on  ttie 


other.  Accomac  and  Northampton  Coun¬ 
ties,  Va.;  and  between  Minneapolis-St. 
Paid  International  Airport,  Minneapolls- 
St.  Pan],  Minn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other.  Chesterfield,  Henrico,  Han- 
ocer,  York,  Isle  of  Wight,  Nansemond, 
Accomac,  and  Northampton  Counties, 
Va.,  and  Richmond,  Norfolk,  Portsmouth, 
Virginia  Beach,  Chesapeake,  Newport 
News,  and  Hampton,  Va.  (7)  General 
Commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  Explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment)  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  air,  between 
Minneapolls-St  Paul  International  Air¬ 
port,  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  Kan¬ 
sas  City  International  Ain?ort,  Kan.«;a.s 
City,  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other.  Pike  County,  Pa.  (8)  General 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk.  Classes  A  and  B  Explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  commodities  requiring  the  use  of 
special  equipment)  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having  a  lU'ior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  air,  between 
Minneapolls-St.  Paul  International  Air¬ 
port,  Minneapolls-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  and 
Weir  Cook  Airport,  at  or  near  Indianap¬ 
olis,  Ind. 

(9)  General  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk.  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  the  use  of  special  equipment) 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  air,  between  Minneapolis-St.  Paul  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  MinnMqx>Ils-St. 
Paid,  Minn.,  and  Ksmsas  City  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Logan 
International  Airport,  Boston,  Mass.  (10) 
General  commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explo^ves,  household  goods  as 
d^ined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  the 
use  of  fecial  equipment) ,  restricted  to 
the  transportati^  of  traffic  having  an 
immediately  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  air,  between  Detroit  Metropoli¬ 
tan  Airport,  Detroit,  Mich.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  mi  the  other,  Kansas  City 
International  Airport,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
and  Minneapolis-St.  Paul  International 
Airport,  Minneapolis-St  Paul,  Minn.  The 
purpose  of  this  filhig  is  to  diminate  the 
gatewas^  of  Hopkins  International  Air- 
PMTt  Clevdand,  Ohio  in  (1)  above;  John 
F.  Kennedy  International  Airport,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  the  Hoi^ins  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Cleveland,  Ohio  in  (2) 
above;  John  F.  Kennedy  International 
Airport,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Hopkins 
International  Airport  Clev^nd,  Ohio  in 
(3)  above:  John  F.  Kennedy  Interna- 
ticmal  Airport  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Hop¬ 
kins  International  Airport,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  in  (4)  above;  John  F.  Kennedy 
International  Airport  New  Yoi^,  N.Y., 
and  Hopkins  International  Airport, 
Clevdand,  Ohio  in  (5)  above;  Friendship 
International  Ataport  Anne  Arundel 
Cmmty.  Md.,  John  F.  Kennedy  IntM*- 
natienal  Airport  New  Yort,  N.Y.,  and 
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Hopkins  International  Airport,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio  in  (6)  above;  John  F.  Ken¬ 
nedy  International  Airport,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  Hopkins  International  Airport, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  in  (7)  above;  O’Hare 
International  Airport,  Chicago,  HI.  in 
(8)  above;  John  F.  Kennedy  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Hop¬ 
kins  International  Airport,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  in  (9)  above;  and  O’Hare  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  in  Chicago,  HI.,  in  (10) 
above; 

No.  MC  128383  (Sub-E88) ,  filed  June 
26,  1974.  Applicant:  PINTO  TRUCK¬ 
ING  SERVICE,  INC.,  1414  Calcon  Hooh 
Road,  Sharon  Hill,  Penn.  19079.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Gerald  K.  Qim- 
mel,  303  N.  Frederick  Ave.,  Gaithers¬ 
burg,  Md.  20760.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routM,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  General  Commodities  (except 
Classes  A  and  B  Explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment)  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  aircraft 
engines  and  parts  from  John  F.  Ken¬ 
nedy  International  Airport,  LaGuardia 
Airport,  N.Y.C.,  N.Y.,  and  Newark  Air¬ 
port,  Newark,  N.J.,  and  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air,  be¬ 
tween  Logan  International  Airport  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Friend¬ 
ship  International  Airport,  Anne  Anm- 
del  County,  Md.,  Dulles  International 
Airport,  Fairfax  and  Loudoun  Counties, 
Va.,  Washington  National  Airport, 
Gravelly  Point,  Va.,  LaGuardia  Airport, 
N.Y.C.,  N.Y.,  and  Newark  Airport,  New¬ 
ark,  N.J.  (2)  General  Commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk.  Classes  A  and 
B  Explosives,  motor  vehicle,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  and  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  by  air,  between  Lo¬ 
gan  International  Airport  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in  At¬ 
lantic,  Camden,  Cape  May,  Cumberland, 
Gloucester,  and  Salem  Coimties,  N.J., 
points  in  Burlington  Coimty,  N.J.,  south 
of  Rancocas  Creek,  points  in  Chester, 
Delaware,  Montgomery,  and  Philadel¬ 
phia  Counties,  Pa.,  and  points  in  Bucks 
Coimty,  Pa.,  north  and  west  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  232.  (3)  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  commodities  in  bulk. 
Classes  A  and  B  Explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
commodities  requiring  the  use  of  special 
equipment)  and  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  air,  between 
Logan  International  Airport  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware. 

(4)  General  commodities  (except 
Classes  A  and  B  Explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipmoit)  restricted  to  the 


transportation  of  shipments  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air,  be¬ 
tween  Logan  International  Airport,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Hanover,  Henrico,  Chesterfield,  Isle 
of  Wight,  Nansemond,  York,  Roanoke, 
Franklin,  Montgomery,  CJraig,  Bedford, 
Botetourt,  Accomack,  and  Northampton 
Counties,  Va.,  and  Richmond,  Norfolk, 
Portsmouth,  Virginia  Beach,  Chesa¬ 
peake,  Newport  News,  Hampton,  Salem, 
and  Roan<Ae,  Va.  (5)  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
(Hasses  A  arid  B  Explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equlpm^t)  restricted  to  trans- 
portatimi  of  shipments  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  air,  between 
Logan  International  Airport,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alle¬ 
gheny,  Erie,  Pike,  Washington,  and 
Wyoming  Counties,  Pa.  (6)  General 
commodities  (except  (Hasses  A  and  B 
Explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Cmnmission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  shipments  having  a  prior  or  sidose- 
quent  movement  by  air,  between  Logan 
International  Airport,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Weir  Cook  Airport, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  Hopkins  Airport, 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Vandalia  Airport, 
Dayton,  Ohio.  (7)  General  commodities, 
(except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment) 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air  and  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  shipments  moving 
to  Miami  International  Airport  at  or 
near  Miami,  Fla.,  which  have  a  subse¬ 
quent  mov^ent  beyond  Miami,  Fla.,  in 
foreign  conunerce,  between  Logan  In¬ 
ternational  Airpo^  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Miami  International 
Airport,  Miami,  Fla.,  Hartsfield  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  at  or  near  Atlanta,  Oa., 
and  Douglas  Municipal  Airport  at  or 
near  Charlotte,  N.C. 

(8)  Cleneral  commodities  (except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
(XHnmodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment)  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments  having 
a  prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air 
between  Detroit  Metropolitan  Airport, 
Detroit,  IiHch.,  Chicago  O’Hare  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  cm  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Logan  International  Airport. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Jidm  F.  Kennedy  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  New  York,  N.Y.  in  (1) 
above;  John  F.  Kennedy  International 
Airport,  New  Yorii,  N.Y.  in  (2)  above; 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Aiivort, 
New  Yoiii,  N.Y.  in  (3)  above;  John  F. 
Kennedy  International  Airport,  New 
York,  N.Y.  and  Friendship  International 
Airport,  Anne  Arundel  County,  Md.  in 
(4)  above;  John  F.  Kennedy  Interna¬ 


tional  Ainxurt,  New  York,  N.Y.  in  (5) 
above;  John  F.  Kennedy  International 
Airport,  New  Airport,  New  York,  N.Y.  in 
(6)  above;  John  F.  Kennedy  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  New  York,  N.Y.  in  (7) 
above;  John  F.  Kennedy  International 
Airport,  New  York,  N.Y.  in  (8)  above. 

By  the  Commission. 

(seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28140  FUeU  10-23-75:8:45  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

\ 

October  21,  1975. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  Section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  (TFR  1100.40)  and  filed  with¬ 
in  15  days  fnxn  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

FSA  No.  43064— Joint  Rail-Water  Con¬ 
tainer  Rates — United  States  Lines.  Inc. 
Filed  by  United  States  Lines,  Inc.,  (No. 
10) ,  for  itself  and  interested  raU  carriers. 
Rates  on  general  commodities,  from  rail 
carriers  terminals  at  Portland,  Oregon, 
Seattle,  Washington,  Sacramento,  Stock- 
ton,  Richmond,  Los  Angeles  and  Oak¬ 
land,  California,  to  ports  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  Ireland,  Continental  Euit^, 
Mediterranean  and  Scandanavian  Coun¬ 
tries.  Grounds  for  relief — Water  compe¬ 
tition.  Tariff — ^United  States  Lines,  Inc., 
tariff  No.  20, 1.C.C.  No.  20,  FM.C.  No.  82. 
Rates  are  published  to  become  effective 
on  November  19. 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

IsealI  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28742  FUed  10-23-75:8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  100] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

October  24,  1975. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  Section  210a(b)  in  con¬ 
nection  with  transfer  application  under 
Section  212(b)  and  Tracer  Rules,  49 
CFR  Part  1132: 

No.  MC-FC-76076.  By  aigiUcation  filed 
October  16,  1975,  MICHAEL  GORDON, 
434  South  Arizcma  St.,  Dillon,  MT  59725, 
seeks  temporary  authority  to  lease  the 
operating  rights  of  M.  G.  BOSTWICK 
AND  GERALD  H.  BOSTWICK,  doing 
business  as  BOSTWICK  TRUCK  LINES, 
P.O.  Box  511,  Dillon,  MT  59725,  under 
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section  210a(b).  The  transfer  to  MI¬ 
CHAEL  GORDON,  of  the  operating 
rights  of  M.  G.  BOSTWICK  AND  GER¬ 
ALD  H.  BOSTWICK,  doing  business  as 
BOSTWICK  TRUCK  LINES,  is  presently 
pending. 

By  the  Commission. 

fsEALl  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-28743  Filed  10  23-75;8:45  am| 


[Notice  No.  101] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

October  24,  1975. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  Sections  21Z(b) ,  2a6(a) ,  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereimder  (49  CFR  Part 
1 132) ,  appear  below : 

Each  ^;H^cation  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 


that  there  will  be  no  signihcairt  effect 
on  the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  from  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion.  As  provided  in  the  Ccunmission's 
l^ecial  Rules  of  Practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  on  or  before  November  13, 
1975.  Pursuant  to  Section  17(&>  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of 
such  a  petition  will  postpone  the  effective 
date  of  the  order  in  tliat  proceeding 
pending  its  disposition.  The  matters  re¬ 
lied  upon  by  petitioners  must  be  s];>ccified 
in  their  petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-76140.  By  wder  entered 
October  2ff,  1975  the  Motor  (Tanria'  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Calico  Transfer 
A  Storage,  Inc.,  Barstow,  Cralif.,  of  the 
operating  rights  set  forth  in  Certificate 
Na  MC  135418  (Sub-No.  I>,  issued 
Iferch  21,  1972,  to  Acil  J.  Jaggers  and 
CTarl  E.  Houghton,  doing  business  as 
Caheo  Transfer  &  Storage,  Barstow, 
Cahf.,  auth<»izing  the  transportation  of 
used  household  goods,  between  points  in 
San  Bernardino  and  Riverside  Counties, 
(?alif.,  subject  to  certain  restrictions. 


Robert  M.  Cole,  P.O.  Box  250,  Davis, 
Calif.  95616,  attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  D30.75  28744  Filed  10-23  75;  8;  45  rkra; 


(Notice  No.  lOQl 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSrET! 

PfMlCEEDtNGS 

No.  MC-PC-76156.  By  application  filci 
October  16,  1975,  AMERICAN  COACll 
LINES  INC.,  1725  W.  River  Dr.,  Stevei..s 
Point,  WI,  seeks  temporary  authority  t.i 
lease  the  operating  rights  of  RICHARL* 
R.  KOLLER,  doing  business  as  BLUE 
JAY  COACHES,  Stevens  Point,  WL  under 
section  210aib) .  The  transfer  to  AMERI¬ 
CAN  COACH  LINES  INC.,  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  of  RICHARD  R.  K(HiLER,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  BLUE  JAY  COACHES,  is 
presently  pending. 

By  Uie  Commission. 

[  SEAL}  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-38745  FUed  10-25-75; 8:45  ami 
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